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PREFACE
International trade and foreign direct investment (FDl) are at the epicentre of recent
globalisation pressures. Trade and investment have become closely intertwined and mutually
reinforcing dimensions of the increasingly interdependent world economy.
Both trade and FDI have attracted wide-spread attention by policy makers and the business
sector. In response to the demand for a better understanding of these two central forces,
research and analysis focusing on either trade or on FDI are highly developed and have yielded
an immense body of theoretical and empirical literature.
\Mile interest in the nexus between trade and FDI has increased rapidly in the mid-1990s,
research has been hampered by one major factor: there is a wide gap between the good data
coverage of international trade, on the one hand, and the scarcity and lack of comparability of
FDI data, on the other. In the past, it has been extremely difficult o obtain disaggregated FDI
data which could be compared with trade data. This gap has seriously undermined the
avaifabifity and quality of empirical analysis on the relation between international trade and FDI
beyond isolated case studies or very aggregated patterns, both of which tend to be insufficient
for policy and international marketing purposes.
It is against his background, that the recent work of EUROSTAT on FDI data is important: he
generation of more detailed data - in particular in terms of industrial sectors and partner
countries - and the effort to harmonise data within the European Union have the potential of
enhancing the understanding, and strategies based on this understanding, in this important
area of globalisation.
The objective of this paper is to illustrate how a combination of these sectoral and partner-
country-specific FDI data with trade data can contribute to the globalisation debate. For this
purpose, several empirical indicators combining trade and FDI data are introduced. The first
part of the paper (chapters ll to lV) presents the major findings on trade- and investment-led
globalisation in the European Union, the United States and Japan based on these empirical
indicators. Chapters V and Vl take a more technical approach and discuss the characteristics of
each of these indicators as well as some methodological nd data issues.
The paper has been written primarily for trade and FDI analysts and may be of interest to
producers of trade and investment data.
Whenever possible, figures in this study are expressed in ECU in line with the primary data.
Values in US$ were only used for figures derived from US$-based sources, in particular those
from the United Nations and the OECD with a view to minimising exchange-rate distortlons.
This applies in particular to the first two chapters. The ECU was equivalent US$ 1 .27 in 1990
and US$ 1.17 in 1993 (see Appendix 3).
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Why should Trade and Foreign Direct Investment Analysis be linked?
In the mid 1990s, a new and broad-based consensus has emerged on the need for
considering trade and FDI as closely interrelated imensions of the globalisation process.
This holds true both for analytical work on FDI and trade, and for trade- and FD|-related
policies.
Economic percpective
The interest in combining trade and FDI data stems primarily from the growing recognition
that
o both are propelled by a similar set of micro-economic determinants and motivations,
o FDI has become a principal mode of delivering oods and services to foreign markets,
. they have reached similar orders of magnitude (see table 1), and
o they involve the same actors.
Table {: World trade and FDI in perspective
To growth p.a.
1987 -93
l .
A.
World exports (trade and services)
World outward FDI (stocks)
World outward FDI (flows)
World portfolio investment (flows)
World royalty and fee receipts
Global sales of foreign affiliates
World GDP (factor cost)
World capital formation
Share of FDI flows in world capital formation
1 995
1 995
1 995
1994
1 993
1 993
1 993
1 993
1 993
6,100
2,600
315
350
40
6,A22
23,300
5,400
4.1o/o
6.6
11.6
n.a .
n .a .
11.7
'7.6
5.9
5.1
n.a.
Source: United Nations, Wortd investment report 1995 and 1996, pp. 4 and 5, 141 WTO, Press release,
22 March 1996.
The interest in taking a closer look at FDI and its relation to trade has been further
augmented by the rapid growth of FDI in the mid-1990s. World inflows of FDI grew by 29
per cent in 1993, 9 per cent in 1994 and 40 per cent in 1995, reaching US$ 315 bill ion. In
addition, the successful conclusion of the Uruguay Round is likely to accelerate further the
flows of FDI in particular through the inclusion of services under multilateral trade
discipline, the adoption of trade-related investment measures, and better protection of
intellectual property rights which often constitute a major element among the determinants
of FDl. Moreover, host country policies towards FDI have reversed over the past two
decades from an approach oriented towards control and restrictions to a open-door and
promotional one. The liberalisation of FDI policies has further accelerated in the mid
1990s. In 1995, for instance, 64 countries introduced 112 changes in their investment
regimes, out of which 106 were in the direction of liberalisation and promotion and 6 in the
Value
US$ billion
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direction of control (UNCTAD 1996a:112). ln fact, competition among host countries for
FDI has greatly intensified (see for instance WTO 1996:30).
The discussion on trade and investment is closely related to the role of transnational
corporations (TNCs) in the global economy. There is a growing body of literature showing
that a country's trade structure does not only depend on the classical determinants of
trade, i.e. resource and factor endowment, geographical and cultural proximity to major
trading partners, similarity in demand, etc., but also on the types of firms involved in
foreign trade, and in particular on the role of TNCs.
The new understanding of international trade has benefited from the theory of the firm,
transaction cost analysis, work on monopolistic and oligopolistic competition and research
on corporate marketing strategies. Numerous studies have shown that there tend to be
significant differences in the behaviour of domestic firms and TNCs as far as trade,
employment, investment and R&D are concerned.
TNCs have come to handle a large share of world trade. For a number of countries, there
is empirical evidence on the importance of TNCs in their exports and imports (see table 2).
The available, rough estimates put the share of intra-firm trade at as much as one third of
world trade and trade of TNCs with non-affiliated firms at another third.l
The interrelation between trade and FDI is not a one-way street in terms of relative
importance. Not only have TNCs become a driving force in world trade, but trade
represents an increasingly important activity for TNCs. As may be gathered from table 3,
the share of exports in sales of US majority-owned foreign affiliates in manufacturing has
continuously edged up over the past three decades and accounted for 40 per cent in
1993.
Against this background, many observers have underlined the need for an integrated
analysis of trade and FDl.
The European Commission (1994:11) has argued that ".. it is more useful in effective
policy terms to view individual flows not in isolation but, rather, as a set of interrelated
elements which together reflect he standing of a country or region in the global economy".
Similarly, the OECD (1994) has called for a new generation of competitiveness indicators,
which expand the analysis of international trade through the inclusion of FD!-related
aspects such as intra-firm trade, R&D activities of domestic firms abroad, etc..
1 \ ffO, Press Release, 9 October 1996, p. Zl3
1 0
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Table 2: Share of foreign-affiliated enterprises in foreign trade of selected
countries
Brazil
China
France, intra-firm trade
Japan, intra-firm trade
Phil ippines
Singapore
Swedetr, intra-firm trade
Thailand
Tunisia
United States, intra-firm trade
Developed economies
Developing economies
All economies
Exports
Exports
lmports
industrial exp.
industrial imp.
exports.
imports
Exports
Exports
industrial exp.
industrial imp.
Exports
Exports
Exports
lmports
33
18
31
1 978
1 994
1 994
1 993
1 993
1 993
1 993
1 983
1 983
1 994
1 994
1 980
1 986
1 993
1 993
Percentage
39
29
46
34
18
25
14
61
90
38
II
37
37
36
43
Source: UNCTAD, 1996:121; F. von Kirchbach 1988; F. von Kirchbach 1995.
f n the same line of argument, the United Nations' 1996 World lnvestment Repoft analysed
in its thematic focus the relation between trade and FDl, and WTO prepared a
comprehensive report on Trade and foreign direct investmenf on 16 October 1996.
Table 3: Export propensities of US majority-owned foreign affiliates in
manufacturing
1993
20
88
19
37
2222
34
39
33
38
38
37
38
41
39
40
Source.' UNCTAD, Wortd lnvestment Report 1996:110.
There are additional faclors in the globalisation process which merit attention. Technology
and licensing contracts and portfolio investment are frequently mentioned in this context.
None of these factors, however, has reached the same significance as trade and FDl. As
may be gathered from table 1, world royalty and fee receipts remained two orders of
magnitude below world trade and FDl. The argument is not that they should be discarded
1 1
(percentage of exports in sa/es)
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from the analysis of globalisation, but that priority should be given to strengthening the
analytical link between trade and FDl.
Policy perspective
At the policy level, the close relation between trade and FDI is moving centre stage. The
general objective of a more homogenous policy framework for trade and FDI has been to
promote efficiency through open competition both among countries - i.e. through open
trade - and within countries - i.e. through open competition between domestic and foreign-
owned firms.
After the major efforts over the 1980s and early 1990s to liberalise world trade, attention is
moving to FDI with the objective of ensuring a neutrality between trade and investment,
both for access and presence. The same principles as in international trade are to be
applied to the treatment of FDl, namely liberalisation of rules and eventual elimination of
policy restrictions, national treatment, most-favoured nation status, and international
dispute settlement. This interest in a multilateral agreement on FDI is closely related to the
multiplication and proliferation of bilateral investment treaties. In mid-1996, more than
1,100 of such bilateraltreaties had been concluded (UNCTAD 1996:147).
The OECD has advanced rapidly in its preparations for a Multilateral Agreement on
lnvestmenf. Similarly, trade and investment has been one of the major so-called new
r.ssues on the occasion of WTO's first Ministerial Meeting in Singapore in December 1996
(see also WTO, 1996).
Methodological percpective
In a strict sense, trade and FDI are an analytical mismatch. They are not situated at the
same level. lt is not FDl, that could be a substitute for exports, but the sales of the foreign-
affiliated firms created with FDl.
From a business perspective, for instance, firms can choose between exports from their
home country (or a third country) to the target market and production in the target market.
In order to shed light on the empirical importance of these alternative forms of servicing
foreign markets, one would require data on the operafions of TNCs in their home country,
the target market and third countries and in particular data on the export and import
operations of these firms.
In the absence of such data on sales, exports and imports of TNCs by products and
countries, FDI data on stocks and flows offers an interesting prory.
This argument can probably be generalised in the sense that FDI influences a number of
macro-economic variables, including domestic investment, technological development,
employment, etc. Taking into account, however, that the share of TNCs in trade is
substantially higher than the share of FDI in investment (see tables 1 and 2), FDI may well
have more explanatory power for a given country's foreign trade and, more generally, its
overall integration into the international division of labour, than for its gross domestic
investment (see chart 1).
c.
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Chart I
Gross
domestic
investment
2 l
a t
l - - l - r a
The explanatory power of FDI for domestic investment and trade
i t
ii
II
Activities
of foreign
affiliated firms
D.
At the same time, a word of caution is in place: as FDI related indicators are often the only
available source of information on the operational characteristics of TNCs, it is very
difficult to asses their reliability as proxies. Yet, there are a number of obvious
shortcomings in extrapolating operational variables of TNCs from FDI data (see for
instance Ramstetter 1996). These shortcomings go beyond the more limited reliability of
FDI data as compared to trade data.
In this sense, FDI data are a second-best data source to enhance the understanding of
international trade. They are, however, better than the most frequently applied third-best
solution of disregarding all information which could help to distinguish local and foreign
firms.
Focus of previous research
The discussion on the linkages of trade and FDI is still at the beginning. UNCTAD
(1996:73) argues that "one of the principal reasons for this lack of knowledge and
understanding is that the theoretical explanations of these two distinct yet interlinked
activities have largely gone their separate ways, and attempts to integrate the theories of
trade and FDI are, despite considerable progress in recent years, still at a stage of
infancy." Or, in the words of WTO (1996:19), "the theory has only provided limited
guidance to the empiricalwork."
The discussion on the relation between trade and FDI has focused to a iarge extent on the
question of whether trade and FDI flows are of a complementary or substitutive nature. An
understanding of the issue of complementarity versus substitutability of trade and FDI is
critical for evaluating welfare and distributional effects arising from job creation and
displacement through FDI both in home and host countries. The principal arguments of
the debate are summarised in tables 3 and 4 below.
However, the inconclusiveness of the debate at the general level shows that "there is no
distinct theoretical answer to the substitution/complementarity hypothesis of the FDI
export relationship. An empirical assessment is therefore needed" (Pfaffermayr 1994:338).
As the empirical evidence in tables 3 and 4 suggests, the specific relations between trade
and FDI differ among industries, host and home countries, periods of time and the
analylicql peppective (i.e. micro versus macro approach). This underlines the impiortance
bf 'empirical research on the specific relation between trade and FDl, and hence the
importance of enhancing the quality of matching trade and FDI data.
13
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In sum, trade and FDI are different dimensions of globalisation patterns and strategies.
Neither of them can replace the other. Any one-dimensional ssessment of globalisation
either through international market share analysis or through FD|-based indicators is not
sufficient. Both indicators need to be combined.
Table 4: Substitutive forces between trade and FDI
Arguments
o From a marketing perspective, FDI to establish local production in the target market
represents an alternative to direct exports, in particular in case of natural or trade-policy
induced protection of the target market. The validity of the argument depends on the import
content of the goods produced in the target market. In some countries (i.e. in the ASEAN
region), the relocation of production to the target market has been associated with a growth
of related imports, comprising in particular intermediate and capital goods.
o From a trade policy perspective, protectionist measures (both tariffs and non-tariff measures)
can tilt the balance between exports and domestic production by foreign-affiliated enterprises
in favour of the latter.
o The substitution argument is behind the propositions for adjusting the US trade deficit with
Japan by taking into account the sales of foreign-affiliated firms in both markets (e.9.
K.Ohmae 1987).
o The product-cycle approach implies a basically substitutive relation between trade and FDI:
as products mature, production capacities are relocated from the innovating, high-income
countries to low-cost production locations, partly through FDl. The wild-geese model for trade
and investment in East Asia applies a similar reasoning.
o FDI in world-market oriented export platforms may be a substitution for exports of the home
country to third countries.
. Concern of organised labour regarding relocation of employment to low-cost and low labour-
standard locations often reflects fears of a substitutive relation between FDI and trade.
r Rowthorn (1996:8) argues that - in contrast o trade and FDI relations within economii blocs -
"between blocs, investment is more likely to be a substitute for trade, since transport and
allied cost (cultural distance, etc.) are relatively high and the regional market is large enough
to make local production economical."
o In trade theory, factor mobility reduces trade in a classical Heckscher-Ohlin model (Mundell
1957).
. Kojima (1977) characterised United States FDI as anti-trade oriented, i.e. substitutive, in
contrast o trade-oriented Japanese FDl.
Empirical evidence
o Research into the motivation of FDI has shown that proximity to domestic demand in the host
country is the most important determinant for a large share of direct investment flows (e.9.
Pantelidis and Kyrkilis 1995). This implies a substitutive lement in the relation between trade
and FDl.
mm
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Table 5: Complementary forces between trade and FDI
Arguments
o FDI may be the only option for market access due to high natural or policy protection or non-
tradability of goods and services. In this case, FDI is not a substitution to trade.
o More generally, FDI represents an option for taking advantage of the possession of intangible
non-tradable assets. This applies in particular, but not onty, to services.
o FDI may represent a strategy to enhance the competitive position of the company, e.g. to
diffuse new, capital-intensive product technology (Vernon 1971 cited from Graham 1995).
. FDI represents often bridgeheads for the development of exports to the host country.
Empirical evidence
Numerous empirical studies underline the complementary relation between outward FDI and
exports of the home country.
o A recent OECD report (1996) prepared by L. Fontagn6 concluded on the basis of US and
French data that "one dollar of investment abroad leads to $ 2.7 additional exports and
imports to, and from the, the host country. Reciprocally, one dollar of inward investment leads
to a $ 1 increase in imports from the investing country and only 32 cents additional exports to
the latter country. Thus, at the industry level, FDI is a complement to trade, home investment
abroad does not worsen the domestic trade balance, whereas foreign FDI in home country
does."  (p.2)
o Pfaffermayr (1994:349) provides empirical evidence that FDI causes exports.
o An OECD study (1994:30,31) concludes: "There is a positive correlation between investment
abroad and exports" in terms of export market share and direct investment market share
which is statistically significant.
o G.Hufbauer, D.Lakdawalla and A.Malani (1994) show that FDI stocks increase trade with the
home country. A 1 per cent rise of US stocks in the host country is associated with a 0.25 per
cent rise in US exports to that country.
o A studY on the United States finds that exports of US multinational companies to overseas
affiliates "are correlated strongly and positively with growth in foreign affiliate sales. This
demonstrates that (...) exports follow investment" (Emergence Committee for American
Trade, 1993:6, cited from OECD 1gg4:14).
o "German and Japanese FDI flows to host countries are positively correlated in a statistically
significant way with exports and imports to and from these countries and the same broad
picture holds for lagged FDI flows (one and two years respectively). . . For the United States,
the statistical correlation between FDI and trade is much weaker.' (Nunnenkamp at al
1994:84).
o Studies in the US, Britain and France show that immediate losses of low-skilled jobs due to
FDI in developing countries are broadly offset by an increase in higher skilled jobs in
supporting sectors (OECD 1 994:1 5).
Other studies bring out the close relation between FDI and exports of the host country (e.g.
Pantelidis and Kyrkilis 1995).
1 5
E.
1.
Globalization through Trade and FDI
Challenges for linking trade and investment data
Combine availabte trade and FDI data
In a first and simple step, trade and FDI flows need to be analysed in parallel. All too
often, the analysis of internationalisation a d globalisation process relies exclusively on
one or the other. Notwithstanding the huge corpus of literature on trade and on FDl, very
few studies combine both aspects. Yet, even a simple juxtaposition of the principal
structures and trends in both areas helps to go beyond the results of a monodisciplinary
analysis of either trade or FDl.
Refine sector-specific analysis of trade and FDI
lf there is one lesson to be learnt from trade flow analysis, it is the importance of sectoral
breakdowns. As far as FDI is concerned, the amalgamation of FDI in the primary,
secondary and tertiary sectors has often blurred comparisons among countries, with the
large share of Japanese FDI flows into the service sector of developed market economies
in the late 1980s being a prime example.
Many of the analytical tools developed for trade by product groups can be employed for
analysing FDI by sectors. This holds true for concepts such as market share analysis in
trade and investment, revealed comparative advantage and intra- versus inter-industry
trade.
What is required in this context is a breakdown of both trade and FDI data by product
groups or sectors according to a common nomenclature.2
Disaggregate the analysis of trade and FDI by partner countries
The same argument applies to a breakdown of trade and FDI data by partner countries.
While an analysis of exports and imports by the direction of trade has become a standard
element of trade flow analysis both for marketing and policy purposes, this approach is far
less developed for FDI flows. Yet, FDI appears to be even more concentrated in
geographical terms than trade. Again, it should be of interest to apply the concepts
developed for the analysis of the direction of international trade to the analysis of FDI
flows.
Analysing FDI data broken down by both sectors and partner countries is certainly one of
major future challenges.
Develop numerical and graphical indicators on the nexus between trade and FDI
lnterlinkages between trade and FDI are complex. Indicators for trade have to cope with
probtems of volume versus value changes, different customs regimes - e.g. processing
versus ordinary trade - and increasingly complicated geographical metamorphoses of
goods before they reach the final user. FDI data are even more differentiated: FDI flows
and stocks need to be distinguished. Unlike exports and imports, FDI flow can be positive
or negative. Moreover, FDI can take three different forms, namely equity capital,
2 A 
""ry 
recent study (OECD:1996) prepared by L: Fontragn6 makes a major contdbution in this context. On the basis of a breakdoln of FDI and trade data fior
France and the USA by product groups and partner countries, it lends additional support o the view that trade and FDI are complementary forms of the
globalisation globalisation prccess.prccess.
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reinvested earnings, short- or long-term borrowing between different affiliates of the same
company.
Developing meaningful indicators which capture the interlinkage between trade and FDI
indicators is thus a major task.
Focus of study
The present paper looks into the four above issues of globalisation through trade and FDl.
The study analyses EUROSTAT's new sector-specific FDI data for the EU, the United
States and Japan in combination with the corresponding trade. These data distinguish 16
product sectors.
The FDI data used in this study is also broken down by major partner countries and
regions. So far, however, only a very limited number of countries - e.g. France, the UK,
and the United States - produce a breakdown of FDI data both by sectors and partner
countries. For the European Community as a whole, such data do not exist. Hence, for the
time being, sectoral and geographical characteristics of FDI have not been dealt with
simultaneously.
Globalisation patterns in the EU are analysed on the basis of indicators which combine
these trade and FDI data. They shed light on market shares, sectoral and geographical
composition and specialisation and the relative importance of intra-industry and intra-
regional trade and investment.
The quantitative analysis is complemented by a graphical presentation of the importance
of trade and FDI in country- and sector-specific globalisation patterns. This graphical
presentation distinguishes four archetypes according to whether a country or sector is a
net investor rather than recipient of FDI and whether it is a net exporter or net importer
(see chart 2).
o Sectors characterised both by net outward FDI and a trade surplus have a high
international competitiveness. They are referred to as industry leaders. For firms in
such sectors, exports and FDI are complementary.
o The second quadrant of chart 2 is typical for hollowing out or relocation: firms relocate
their production capacities through high outrard FDl, and imports have overtaken
exports and provide part of the domestic demand. FDI and trade are of a substitutive
nature.
o Countries or sectors characterised by high domestic demand and a low level of
international competitiveness may be referred to as having a predominant domestic
market orientation or, colloquially, as black holes, as they are net importers both of
goods and FDl. They match sectors in the first quadrant in terms of the
complementarity of trade and FDl.
o Similarly, the fourth quadrant represents the counterpart o the second: it is typical for
intemational export platforms which attract FDI to become major suppliers to the world
market.
F.
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Ghart 2 Globablisation pattern of a given country/sector in terms of net FDI and
net exports
Net FDI
Bil l ions of ECU
Net Exports
Billions of ECU
Predominant
domestic-market
orientation
lnternational
expoft
platform
For the sake of brevity, this chart is referred to as globalisation chart. lt is used through out
this study, as it provides a succinct overview of the integration of a given country/sector
into the international division of labour.
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ll. Patterns of trade- and investment-led globalisation: an overall
perspective
Each of the three Triad members has contributed to, and has been profoundly affected by,
the trade- and investment-led globalisation trends of the world economy over the past
one-and-a-half decades. The following paragraphs discuss the orders of magnitude of
trade and FDl. They are based on data provided by EUROSTAT. As discussed below,
there are very significant discrepancies among each of the major data sources, i.e.
EUROSTAT, OECD, United Nations and lMF. An effort has been made to limit the
following analysis to trends and orders of magnitude which are robust across the different
sources of data. Yet, some of the findings are likely to be affected if the analysis were
based on any of the other sources (see chapter Vl B for details).
A. Convergence of trade and FDI ratios
Differentials in trade and income grov'rth of the Triad members have led to a striking
convergence in the trade orientation of the three Triad members over the 10 years from
1984 to 1993 (see chart 3). Japan and the EU (third country trade only) began this period
with exportto-GDP ratios'of nearly twice the corresponding US values. Ten years later,
these trade ratios were all of an order of 10 per cent and differed by less than two
percentage points. Driving forces behind this convergence were the strength of domestic-
demand led grov'rth in Japan and the surge of United States exports in the late 1980s and
early 1990s.
Again, there is a striking convergence of absolute and relative orders of FDI flows. Annual
FDI flows of the Triad members reached roughly similar orders of magnitude of between
15 and 30 billion of US$ in the early 1990s, with the minuscule Japanese FDI inflows
being the only,notable xception. Variations in FDI flows appeared to be larger over time
than among the Triad members.
EU extra-regional outward FDI increased over the mid-eighties, but has been declining in
real terms, and - more visibly - in relation to GDP and to exports. In 1992 and 1993, the
outward-FDl-to-export ratio had fallen back to 3 per cent, which was very similar to the
corresponding ratios for Japan and slightly lower than those for the United States (see
Appendix 1).
US outflows have evolved from negative values implying disinvestments in the mid 1980s
to an order of magnitude of US$ 20 billion in the early 1990s, representing more than 3
per cent of exports. The corresponding values and ratios were similar on the import side in
the early 1990s.4
Exports Exports including including goods goods and and services.services.
OECD data shotrvs a similar trend br US FDI outflolils, but at a significanw higher tevel, with a difierences of annual llows of as much as US$ 20 billion.
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Chart 3: Overuiew of trade and FDI in the Triad
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Parallel to the yen appreciation and the built-up of the bubble economy, Japanese
outward FDI rose spectacularly over the second half of the 1980s to reach the all-time
peak of US$ 48 billion in 1990, which corresponded to 1.6 per cent of GDP and 15 per
cent of exports, only to plummet back in the following years." The United States
experienced an even higher peak on the inflow side with inward FDI reaching US$ 76
billion in 1989, reflecting major inflows of Japanese FDI to the United States.
Japanese inward FDI remained at a very low level throughout he period: annual inflows
never exceeded US$ 3 billion for the years under review.
Parallel to the convergence of export-to-GDP ratios among the Triad members at around
10 per cent, one finds a similar convergence of outwards FDI flows at around 0.4 per cent
of GDP. lt will be interesting to follow whether this is just a short-term phase in which
different rends happen to cross, or whether there is any more fundamental convergence
between the three Triad members, and whether there is any relation to the parallel
convergence in trade ratios.
In contrast to the smooth evolution of trade, FDI flows oscillated wildly over the period
under review, in particular for Japan and the US (see chart 3). Measuring the volatility of
FDI flows in terms of the degree of determination R2 in a regression trend for the ten year
period under review yields values in general below 0.7 (and as low as 0.02) for FDI flows
compared to values of more than 0.9 for: trade flows (calculated on the basis of Appendix
2 2 data).data).
A priori, one should have expected a higher volatility for FDI inflows rather than outflows
on the basis of the argument hat the global supply of footloose FDI is influenced in its
locational decisions by bandwagon effects which would lead to strong temporary
preferences for specific countries. In contrast, outward flows would be more stable as the
supply base is more limited. Put differently, one would assume that the locational elasticity
of outward FDI decisions is higher than the elasticity of overall FDI supply. The available
data lends only partly support o this argument. FDI inflows have been fairly stable in the
EU (R' of inflows 1984-93 of 0.71) and certainly more stable - in the sense of being
marginal - than outflows in Japan (R' of inflows 1984-93 of 0.77). Only the US has
experienced continuous grov'rth of outflows (R'of 0.82) versus volatile inflows (R'of 0.02).
Combining the above indicators, it is evident that the EU - in terms of its third-country
relations - is more trade- and less FDI oriented than either Japan or the US. Although the
EU's trade ratio has come down over recent years, its (third-country) export-to-GDP ratio
continues to be two percentage points higher than that of the other two Triad members. lts
import ratio is slightly higher than that of the US and much higher than the corresponding
Japanese ratio. Outward FDI flows, on the other hand, are slightly below those of the US
in absolute terms and in comparison to GDP.
Based Based on on OECO OECO data, data, the the conesponding conesponding figures figures wete wete an an outllofl outllofl of of Japanese Japanese FDI FDI of of US$ US$ 68 68 billion billion in in 1 1989, 989, Gpresenting Gpresenting 2.4 2.4 per per c t cent of ofGDP GDP and and 22 22 per per c nt cent ofof
exporb exporb (see (see Appendix Appendix 2).2).
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Share of Triad members in world trade and FDI
An analysis of the shares of Triad members in world trade and FDI stocks and flows
reiterates the impressions of a certain convergence.u Outward stocks of FDI range
between US$ 260 billion for Japan and US$ 560 billion for the US. In the same way, their
exports and imports have roughly similar orders of magnitude. The data for the early
1990s does not suggest any further catching up or taking over, as far as outflows are
concerned: for each of the Triad members, the average 1991-1993 outflows represent I
per cent of outward stocks, and the share of flows of outward FDI in world outward FDI
flows were a percentage point below the corresponding share in stocks of outward FDl.
The three major players accounted for slightly less than half of world trade in 1993; in fact,
their share ol 47 per cent of world exports and imports had not changed two years later in
1995. Japan's trade surplus amounting to 4 per cent of world trade matched exactly with
the US trade deficit, whereas the EU's trade was balanced.
For FDl, the situation was more complex. First, each of the three members of the Triad
have been net FDI exporters to the world. This was particularly visible from the global
distribution of FDI stocks. The share of the EU in the world's outward FDI stocks was 7
percentage points higher than its share in inward stocks. The same applied for the US,
and in the case of Japan, the differential was even 16 per cent. Whereas the Triad
accounted for three quarters of world outward FDI stock, its share in global inward FDI
was only 46 per cent. The FDI flows from 1991 to 1993 further increased the gap between
the Triad's higher share in outward FDI and its lower share in inward FDl.
The shares of Triad members in outward FDI - both stocks and flows - were consistently
higher than their shares in world exports. The Triad was the major supplier of world FDl,
and globalisation strategies of the Triad, as a whole, relied to a larger extent on FDI rather
than trade in comparison with the rest of the world.
On the inflow side, the three Triad members had significantly different profiles. The US
was the world's largest host country to foreign investment accounting for 30 per cent of
world inward stocks and a fifths of inward flows. The US share in FDI inwards stocks was
10 percentage points higher than its share in world imports.
The implications are clear: among the three players, the USA has pursued the most
pronounced FDI-led globalisation strategy. Unlike the EU and Japan, its outward FDI
stocks exceeded its annual exports, and it accounted for more than a third of world FDI
stocks. lt was the largest host country and its inward FDI stocks represented three
quarters of its annual import value, which was again much higher than for the EU or
Japan. Moreover, the United States was the only country in the Triad in which the share of
FDI flows in the early 1990s exceeded its share both as exporter and importer of goods
and as exporter of capital.
t Th" FDI data for this section is traken trom the United Nations, as this is the only source with estimations on global FDI flol,ys and stocks.
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Table 6: Share of Triad members in world trade and FDI flows and stocks, 1991- 93
Sources;
Nofes;
EU extra-community FDI from EUROSTAT, trade data from WTO, FDI data for Japan, USA and World from
United Nations, World lnvestment Report 1995, p. 391ff.
General: Trade figures relate to 1993, FDI flow figures indicate annual averages for the years 1991 to 1993,
World excludes EU intra-regional trade and FDl. US FDI outflows are significantly higher in UNCTAD's
ditabase as compared to EUROSTAT data.
a. The share of EU extra-regional outward FDI stocks was estimated at 34 per cent of total EU outward FDI
stocks of US$ 962 billion, in line with a share of 34 per cent of extra-regional FDI flows in total outward EU
FDloutflows.
b. TheshareofEUextra-regional i wardFDl stockswasest imatedat27 percentoftotal  EUinwardFDl
stocks of US$ 832 billion, in line with a share ol27 per cent of extra-regional FDI flows in total inward EU
FDloutflows.
c. FD|-to-trade ratios in triadic relations
FDI flows have reached a significant order of magnitude when compared with trade flows.
At the global level, outward FDI flows were equivalent o 4.5 per cent of world exports
from 1991 to 1993.
Outward-FDl-to-export ratios converged at an even higher level for trade among Triad
members, if one disregards FDI flows into Japan. According to EUROSTAT data, outward-
FDI-to-export ratios averaged at between 5.3 and 7.8 per cent for transatlantic trade and
for Japan's outward flows and exports to the United States and to the EU. The ratio of
American outward FDI to exports with respect to Japan was 0.2 per cent, and the
corresponding ratio for the EU even negative, reflecting apparently a pulling out of EU
investment from Japan (see chart 4).
In the early 1990s, FDI to export ratios were higher in transatlantic trade than in trans-
pacific trade not only because of the paltry FDI inflows into Japan, but also because of
somewhat lower outgoing FDI to export ratios for Japan.
The reliance on FDI rather than trade in the case of transatlantic trade comes out, as well,
from the very limited importance of trade in manufactures as compared to GDP and total
import demand. In 1992, manufactured exports from Western Europe to the US were only
1.2 per cent of European GDP and represented approximately 3 per cent of US
expenditure on manufactures. Similarly, US manufactured exports to Western Europe
amounted to only 1.6 per cent of US GDP and about 2 per cent of European expenditure
on manufactures. In contrast, US and EU imports from Japan represent a significantly
higher share of their total expenditure on manufactures (Rowthorn 1996:9).
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Ghart 4 FD!-to-trade ratios among Triad members, 1991 to 1993
Outward FDI to export ratios among Tiad members, 1991-93
EU 12
\\
\\
7.84% -0.487o r
6.82%
USA Japan
0.20%
lnward FDI to import ratios among Triad members, 1991-93
EU 12
10.30% 6.49o/o
5.91%
USA Japan
0.58%
Note: FDldata from EUROSTAT
Trade data (merchandise only) from IMF
What does a FD|-to-trade ratio of 7 per cent imply? One way of putting such a ratio into a
broader perspective - and to attenuate the conceptual mismatch between FDI and trade
referred to above - is to estimate the sales created by this outward investment and to
compare these sales in the host country with exports.
Data is extremely hard to come by, but there are some rough indications. At the global
level, world stocks of FDI in 1993 were estimated by UNCTAD at US$ 2.1 trillion
compared to an estimated total sales of foreign affiliates of TNCs of US$ 6 trillion for the
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same year. Put differently, for each dollar of FDI stocks, foreign affiliated companies
realise annual sales of three dollars.T
FDI to export ratios, however, relate to flows rather than stocks. How do FDI flows affect
stocks? For each of the Triad members, the outflow of one dollar has been associated
with a substantially larger increase in outward stocks (see Appendix table 1). In fact,
Japanese outward FDI 1984 to 1993 accounted for about half of the increase in stocks.o In
the case of the US, the corresponding share was only one third.s This may be related to
two different factors. First, outward flows may be complemented by borrowing in the host
or a third country. Second, reinvested earnings increase foreign FDI stocks even in the
absence of FDI flows. This would imply that reinvested earnings more than compensate
the depreciation of FDI stocks.
Against this background, it is probably safe to assume that each dollar of outward FDI
flows increases FDI sfocks in the host country by at least one dollar and that the
depreciation of stocks is compensated by reinvested earnings.
Taken together, these points imply that each dollar of outward FDI entails three dollars of
sales in the host country. Hence, an outward-FDl-to-export ratio of 7 per cent - i.e. the one
typical for transatlantic trade - would increase the ratio of overseas sales on the other side
of the Atlantic to exports by some 20 per cent per year.
This assessment tallies with the results of the Japan's EXIM Bank 1994 survey of FDI (see
table 7). The export ratio for Japan's industry is estimated to remain fairly constant at
about 19 per cent over the four-year period from 1993 to 1997. The overseas production
ratio, however, is projected to edge up by 6 per cent from 16 to 22 per cent over the time
span. The mix of a constant export ratio and an increasing importance of overseas
production may very well capture the combined effect of complementary and substitutive
forces of trade and FDl.
Table 7: Exports-to-ovenseas-production ratio for Japanese FDl, 1993 - 1997
Planned FY 1997
Export ratio
Overseas production ratio
1 8 . 8
1 6 . 1
1 9 . 3
1 7 . 5
19 .6
21 .6
Source.' Tejima 1995:39
Nofes: FY: Fiscalyear
Export ratio: export sales by Japanese parent companies / sales by Japanese parent companies
Overseas production ratio: overseas output by subsidiaries / domestic output by Japanese parent companies
+ overseas output by subsidiaries
The The results results of of the he recent recent OECD OECD (1996) (1996) paper paper by by Fontiagn6 Fontiagn6 is is n t not i compatible incompatible w th with this this r tio: ratio: b sed based on on Frcnch Frcnch and and US US ata, data, the the study study con udes condudes that that one one dollardollar
of of FDI FDI leads leads to to 2.7 2.7 dollars dollars of f imports imports of of the the home home country country from from the the host host counfy. counfy. In In t rn, turn, sales sales of of th  the afiiliate afiiliate in in he host host counw counw ate atet at least least three three im s times as as high high asas
the amount of FDl.
Tejima (1995:2) finds in his survey of Japan's foreign direcl investment that 'slightly less than 50 % of all FDI was made with funds hom the parent; the rest was
made made with with funds funds procured procured by by l al local subsidiaries, subsidiaries, most most of f which which consisted consisted of f reinvestment'.reinvestment'.
Recent US data provides additional evidence on this point In 1995, reinvested eamings accounted for US$ 59 biltion out of total US FDI of US$ 97 billion. cited
fromWTO 1996:13.
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D. Trade and FDI balances
How do trade and FDI balances compare in the Triad in terms of their signs, orders of
magnitude and volatility?
Surprisingly, net FDl, i.e. outward FDI minus inward FDI flows, has been less volatile than
the trade balance among Triad members over the second half of the 1980s and first half of
the 1990s (see chart 5).
Ghart 5: FDI and trade balances of the Triad, 1984 to 1993
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The EU's external net FDI remained quite stable between US$ 10 and 15 billion in the mid
1980s, before dropping to US$ - 10 billion in 1990 and remaining balanced in the three
following years. In contrast, the EU moved from a trade surplus in the 1980s to a trade
deficit in the early 1990s to end up again with a small trade surplus in 1993. Overall, the
EU's externaltrade and FDI positions were fairly balanced.
In contrast, Japan's annual net FDI exceeded US$ 10 billion ever since 1986 and topped
US$ 40 billion in 1989 and 1990. In these two years, Japan's FDI surplus was even larger
than its trade surplus. More generally, the FDI imbalance was more pronounced than
Japan's highly politicised trade surplus. The difference between Japan's share in world
exports and world imports was 4 percentage points; the corresponding difference for FDI
stocks was as high as 16 percentage points and 15 percentage points for FDI flows in the
early 1990s (see table 6). In other words, the difficulties of exporting to Japan appear to
be minor in comparison with the difficulties of investing in Japan.
Overall, one should expect a parallel development of trade and FDI surpluses or deficits.
Countries or sectors with a pronounced trade surplus would have the resources to invest
abroad, whereas FDI inflows represent one form of financing trade deficits.
In contrast to this expectation, Japan's trade and FDI balance developed anti-cyclical, at
least over the period from 1986 to 1993. \Mile Japan's trade surplus declined from 1986
to 1990, the FDI surplus increased. Conversely, as the FDI surplus declined in the early
1990s, the trade surplus picked up again (see chart 6). The underlying factors for this
development are not clear.
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Throughout the period under review, the US has run a high, though volatile, trade deficit.
This trade deficit was matched by a pronounced net inflow of FDl, which actually
exceeded the trade deficit in 1988 with net FDI inflows of US$ 52 billion. Only in 1992 was
the US a net exporter of FDl, primarily due to the significant drop in FDI inflows. As in the
case of Japan, trends in net FDI and net trade were rather anti-cyclical.
FDI and gross domestic capitalformation
A comparison of FDI in relation to the gross domestic capital formation (GDCF) and to
exports and imports brings out marked differences among the Triad (see chart 3 and
Appendix 1). Forthe EU, outward FDI ranged only between 2.3per centand 5.9 percent
of total GDCF over the ten years under review. Inflows were even smaller, ranging
between 1.2 per cent and 4.6 per cent of GDCF.
In the United States, incoming FDI made a significant contribution to GDCF accounting for
around 8 per cent of GDCF in the late 1980s, although this share had dropped back to
below 3 per cent in 1992/93.
The importance of FDI as compared to domestic investment was similar to the situation in
the EU. For Japan's leading multinationals, however, the ratio of FDI to domestic
investment o was much higher, averaging at about 20 per cent in the early 1990s,
reaching 23 per cent in 1995 and projected to edge up further (Tejima 1995: 14n).
Comparison with indicators on exports and imports of foreign-affiliated companies
How do these trends based on FDI compare with indicators based on the operations of
TNCs? Chart 6 presents an interesting juxtaposition prepared by OECD which focuses on
the trade orientation and the share of foreign subsidiaries in national turnover for 13
countries.
E.
F.
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Chart 6: Exposure of domestic markets to competition from manufactured imports
and domestic production by foreign subsidiaries, 1980 - 1990
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Turnover was used instead of production for the following countries: United States, Germany, France, ltaly,
Canada and Australia
Source: OECD, EAS, IndustrialActivity of Foreign Affiliates data bank, cited from OECD DSTI/EAS/INDMP9(94X9.
\A/hile the trade orientation has increased for all countries under review over the period
from 1980 to 1990, the relative importance of the foreign-affiliated sector has been quite
mixed: lreland, Canada and Australia were the countries with the highest share of foreign-
affiliated firms in their manufacturing sectors, exceeding 30 per cent. On the other hand,
foreign subsidiaries in Japan, Finland and Turkey remained below 10 per cent of
manufacturing sales.
Significantly, Japan and the US have changed positions: whereas Japan had a higher
foreign-controlled share in the manufacturing sector in 1980 than the US, the situation
completely reversed. ln line with the marginal inflows of FDI into Japan over the 1980s,
the share of foreign subsidiaries further declined below the five per cent range, whereas
foreign subsidiaries in the US - the world's largest recipient of FDI - tripled their share to
about 15 per cent in 1990.
In general, there seemed to be a trend towards convergence in the sense that the share
of foreign subsidiaries increased in countries with an initially low share of foreign
subsidiaries and vice versa. The major exceptions to this trend were Japan and Germany,
both with below-average and yet further declining foreign control in their manufacturing
sectors.
The extension of the analysis of trade to other operational indicators of foreign-affiliated
firms confirms the findings based on the review of trade and FDl. A comparison of
overseas employment of US, Japanese and European firms shows that US firms rely to a
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significantly farger extent on FDI than Japanese firms. Overseas employment of US firms
represented 22 per cent of total US employment compared with 8 per cent in the case of
Japanese firms. For France and Germany, the corresponding figures are even higher than
for the US, but the data does not allow to distinguish between employment in other EU
member countries and in third countries (see table 8).
Table 8: Operational indicators on foreign-affiliated enterprises in the Triad
USA
o/o share of employees of domestic firms abroad in
total employment at home
o/o share of employees in foreign-affiliated firms at
home in total employment at home
o/o share of R&D expenditure abroad to R&D
expenditure at home
o/o share of R&D expenditure of foreign-affiliated
firms at home in total R&D expenditure at home
o/o share of patents registered by domestic firms
abroad
France: 33
Germany: 24
France: 24
Germany. 16
UK:  16
Germany: 15
France: 15
Germany: 16
UK: 26
France: 14
Germany: 15
UK: 42
22
Source.' Deutsches Institut fUr \Mrtschaftsforschung, Intemationalisierung von Forschung und Entwicklung in
multinationalen Unternehmen, Wochenbericht, 18, April 1996:263, translation by F. von Kirchbach.
The very limited inflows of FDI into Japan are reflected in the low share of employment in
foreign-affiliated firms in Japan as compared to Japan's total labour force. This share was
only 1 per cent; in contrast, the corresponding share for the US stood at 12 per cent.
Again, the EU registered even higher shares of foreign affiliates in domestic employment,
although it was not possible to separate firms from other EU countries and from third
countries.
In the same line of argument, the internationalisation f research and development had
advanced much more in the US than in Japan, and even more in the EU, if intra-
community internationalisation is taken into account. For US firms, for instance, the share
of R&D expenditure abroad in total R&D expenditure was with 10 per cent five times
higher than the corresponding share in Japan (see table 8).
Similar[, American firms undertook a much larger share of R&D activities abroad than
Japanese firms.
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lll. Pafterns of trade- and investment-led globalisation: a sectoral approach
A. The concentration of FDI in services
One of the most striking differences between FDI and trade is the concentration of FDI in
services and the concentration of trade in manufactures. Nearly two thirds of FDI outflows
of the Triad went into services, compared to a share of services in total exports of the
Triad of less than a quarter (see tables I and 13 for definitions). Conversely,
manufacturing accounted for less than a third of the Triad's outward FDl, but for nearly
three quarters of its exports.
Table 9: Trade and FDI of Triad by major sectors
Outward FDlflows and exports
(Averago (Averago annual annual values values 1992-1993 1992-1993 in in ECU ECUmillions)millions)
EU intra EU extra Japan USA Sum(excl. EU-intra)
FDI-O Exports FDI-O Exports FDI-O Exports FDI-O Exports FDI-O Exports
Primary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Secondary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Tertiary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Total (a) value
%distrib.
%share
676 39,124
2 5
25 88
12,357 616,608
32 75
70 59
25,446 163,808
66 20
73 48
38,478 819,540
100 100
69 58
17,039
33
38
441,845
71
42
11,812 163,424
61 26
34 48
19,406 622,309
100 100
35 44
3,764 279,726
36 87
21 27
6,300 42,984
60 13
1 8  1 3
10,530 323,172
100 100
19 23
2,143 27,137
8 6
78 61
6,402 318,891
25 67
36 31
16,933 1 33,1 92
66 28
48 39
25,478 479,220
100 100
4 6 3 4
2,748 44,638
5 3
100 100
17,621 1,040,462
32 73
100 100
35,045 339,599
63 24
100 100
55,413 1,424,699
100 100
100 100
466 462
4 0
1 7  1
139
11
55
7,455
38
42
Inward FDI flows and imports
Sources: All primary data ftom EUROSTAT as raw data except trade in services which is derived from EUROSTAT
1995b.
Note: o/o shares for EU intra-regional trade and FDI are given for reference only and are not included in the sum.
Tertiary sector includes only non-factor services.
a. Total represents um of three above sectors without non-allocated FDl.
EU intra
FDI-I lmports
EU extra
FDI-I lmports
Japan
FDI-I lmports
USA
FDI-I lmports
Sum
(excl. EU-intm)
FDI-I lmports
Primary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Secondary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Tertiary value
sector %distrib.
%share
Total (a) value
%distrib.
%share
-38 40,136
0 5
190 21
9,010 614,393
31 75
46 68
19,942 164,042
69 20
58 50
28,914 819,571
100 100
53 57
90,814
1 4
47
389,514
61
43
161 ,250
25
49
22,075 641,578
100 100
41 45
00
00
00
433
60
22
286286
4A
11
719
100
11
799
44
-3,995
8,652
39
44
12,625
57
36
56,795 -819 45,549
2 1  - 3 9
29 4,095 24
-20 193,158
0 1 4
100 100
132,779 10,369 385,433 19,4il 907,726
49 33 74 36 63
15 53 42 100 100
80,856 21 ,708 87 ,748 34,618 329,854
30 69 17 64 23
25 63 27 100 100
270,430 31,258 518,730 il,052 1 ,430,738
100 100 100 100 100
19 58 36 100 100
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A similar picture emerges if one looks at the Triad as a recipient of trade and FDl. Close to
two thirds of incoming FDI went into services, compared to a service share of 23 per cent
in the Triad's total imports. The industrial sector accounted for 36 per cent of FDI inflows,
compared to a share of 63 per cent of manufactures in total imports of goods and
services. The primary sector played a minor role in the Triad's FDl, accounting for 5 per
cent of outflows and being actually negative on the inflow side. The share of primary
products in trade was low on the export side with 3 per cent of the Triad's total exports,
and with 14 per cent somewhat more important as far as the Triad's imports are
concerned.
The standard explanation for the high share of services in FDI is the non-tradability of
some services. More importantly, the comparison of trade and FDI flows, on the one hand,
with the sectoral composition of GDP in developed market economies, on the other,
suggests that the distribution of FDI corresponds more closely than that of trade to the
predominance of services in the national product of the advanced countries.
Trade and FDI in the Triad by major sector
FDI outflows and exports
On the FDI outflow side, there is a lot of similarity in the sectoral breakdown among the
three Triad members. Services account for three fifth of FDI outflows both for Japan and
the European Union (third country relations) and for two thirds for the US. The relative
share of the industrial sector in FDI outflows ranges between 36 and 38 for Japan and the
EU and is markedly lower only for the US where it accounts for a quarter. The lower share
of manufacturing in US FDI outflows is partly counterbalanced by a larger propensity of
American firms to invest abroad in the primary sector.
Surprisingly, the sectoral structure of FDI is far more similar among the three Triad
members than the structure of trade. Whib services play an equally important role in
Japan's outward FDI as in Europe and an even more important role than in the US, the
share of services in Japan's trade is less than half of the corresponding levels in the US
and in Europe. At the same time, manufactures dominate Japanese exports; at 87 per
cent of total exports their share is 20 percentage points higher the corresponding share in
US exports.
The data in table 9 permits the calculation of simple indicators in line with the concept of
revealed comparative advantage (RCA). Basically, the RCA shows whether the share of a
given product or sector in total exports of the country under review is more or less
important han on the world average (see chapter V D for details). The same concept can
be applied to FDI: are outflows of FDI in services from the EU, for instance, more
important than the world average - or in this case than the Triad average? And how do the
RCAs for FDI compare with those for trade? The simple ratio of the FDI and trade RCAs
indicates whether the country has relied to an above-average degree on FDI (ratio > 1) or
on trade (ratio < 1).
mm
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Table 10: Revealed comparative advantages in exports and outward FDI of the Triad
members by major sectors, 1992-93
EU intra EU extra Japan USA Sum(excl. EU-intra)
Primary RCA FDI
sector RCA-Exports
RCA-FDl/RCA-Exports
Secondary RCA FDI
sector RcA-Exports
RCA-FDI/RCA-Exports
Tertiary RCA FDI
sector RCA-Exports
RCA-FDl/RCA-Exports
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
1 .00
0.35
1 . 5 2
0.23
1 . 0 1
1 . 0 3
0.98
1 . 0 5
0.84
1 . 2 5
0 . 1 4
4.87
0 . 1 7
1 . 2 1
0.97
1 .24
0.96
1 . 1 0
0.87
0.89
0.05
19.56
1 . 1 2
1  . 1 9
0.95
0.95
0.56
1 . 7 0
1 . 7 0
1 . 8 1
0.94
0.79
0.91
0.87
1 . 0 5
1 . 1 7
0.90
Source: Table 9
The results in table 10 on outward FDI and exports bring out a number of interesting
points:
o The US had a comparative advantage in
This comes out very clearly from chart
characteristics of an export platform for
surplus.
o The EU had a comparative advantage in services exports, but not in outward FDI in
services. Both the EU and the US, however, relied to a larger extent on exports than on
FDI in the service sector, when compared with Japanese companies which employed
FDI to a much larger extent hqn exports in their globalisation strategies of the services
sector.
o In the manufacturing sector, Japan had the highest comparative advantage in exports
and a clear advantage in industrial outward FDI over the Triad average (see also chart
7). The EU registered the highest RCA in industrial outward FDI and remained slightly
below the average for industrial exports. EU manufacturing firms relied to a larger
extent on FDI rather than trade when compared to Japan and the US. In contrast, the
below-average RCAs for trade and FDI of the American manufacturing sector, as well
as its export rather than FDI orientation pointed to its relative weakness in the early
1 990s.
. US firms had a clear comparative advantage in the primary sector: not only were they
the largest exporters and overseas investors in absolute terms, but they also had a
distinct comparative advantage both in trade and FDl. The EU, on the other hand, was
nearly absent as investor. The relative share of resource-dependent Japan in the
primary sector was a multiple of its negligible xports of primary goods.
o The comparison of intra and extra EU trade and FDI points to substantial differences in
their structures. In contrast o third-country relations, EU companies have relied on FDI
rather than direct exports in the internationalisation of services within the Community. In
the manufacturing sector, precisely the opposite holds true. Within the EU, direct
exports have been slightly more important han FDl, although outward FDI was the
preferred strategy vis-d-vis third cou ntries.
both FDI and exports in the tertiary sector.
8, which suggests that the US have the
services with net FDI inflows and a trade
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2. FDI inflows and imports
The same questions can be asked on the inflow side: which sectors have been particularly
attractive as targets for foreign suppliers of goods and foreign investors. The findings are
shown in table 11.
Table 11: Revealed comparative advantages in imports and inward FDI of the Triad
members by maiorsectors, 1992-93
Sum
excl. EU-intra
ww
Primary
sector
Secondary
sector
RCA FDI
RCA-Imports
RCA-FDf/RGA-Exports
RCA FDI
RCA-Imports
RCA-FDl/RCA-Exports
RCA FDI
RCA-Imports
RCA-FDl/RCA-Exports
3.55
0.36
9.78
0.87
1  . 18
0.73
1 .08
0.87
1.24
-97.82
1 .05
-93.30
1 . 0 9
0.96
1 . 1 4
0.89
1 .09
0.82
0.00
1.56
0.00
1.67
0.77
2 .16
0.62
1 .30
0.48
70.81
0.65
108.87
0.92
1 .17
0.79
1 .08
0.73
1.48
1 .00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1 .00
1 .00
1.00
1.00
Tertiary
sector
Source.' Table 9
Highlights are:
. Again, there is a clear difference in the tertiary sector between the United States, on the
one hand, and the EU and Japan, on the other. Foreign suppliers of services to the US
have preferred the FDI route rather than direct exports, whereas the opposite held true
for the EU and Japan. This tallies with the earlier observation that investing in Japan
has been even more difficult han exporting to Japan.
o Also for the secondary sector, the situation of the EU and Japan are similar and
contrast with that of the US. In the period under review, the US have received a below
average share of industrial FDl, whereas imports of manufactures have been
particularly important amounting to three quarters of all US imports compared to 61 per
cent for the EU and half for Japan.
o \Mthin the very limited FDI inflows into Japan, the manufacturing sector absorbed by lar
the largest part and - relatively speaking - significantly more than in the US and the EU.
As a result, the inward FDI RCA to import RCA ratio in the secondary sector was above
one. This should not distract from the fact that Japan's manufacturing sector absorbed
only 2 per cent of inward industrial FDI of the Triad while importing 15 per cent of the
Triads total industrial imports.
o In the primary sector, the RCA values are counter-intuitive as there has been a net
disinvestment in the Triad over the period under review.
o Intra-EU delivery of services relied to a larger extent on inward FDI than on direct
imports. This dovetails with the findings in table 10. The opposite held true for
manufactures where companies howed a preference for direct exports rather than FDI
in intra-EU trade.
EU extra
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Chart 7: Globalisation chart of manufacturing sectors of Triad memberc
in terms or net 
"'iir:"':ifn:::,il:;W;;' 
FDlnows
Net FDI flows (billions of EGU)
1985 ,987
Japan t%A
'. twl
Source: Primary data from EUROSTAT except for the proportion of Japanese manufacturing FDI in total Japanese
FDl, which has been calculated on the basis of OECD data.
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Chart 8: Globalisation chart of seryices sectorc of Triad members
in terms of net FDl, net exports and outward FDI flows
(size of the circles), 1984 - 93
Net FDI flows (billions of EGU)
Japn ,%6
Net exports (trillions of EGU)
Source: Primary data ftom EUROSTAT except for the proportion of Japanese FDI in services in total Japanese FDl,
which has been calculated on the basis of OECD data.
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lV. Trade and FDI country profiles in the early 1990s
This chapter presents detailed trade and FDI profiles of the EU member
as of Japan and the US. Each of these profiles consists of a short text
nexus between trade and FDI and the six following charts and tables:
countries as well
summary on the
Trade and FDI by major sectors
Chart 1: a country-specific globalisation chart by major sectors (for explanations ee
section V H). This chaft does not include trade and FDI in seruice,s, as trade data on
seryices were missing.
Table I A: in addition to trade and FDI flows by sectors in terms of values, this table
provides the following indicators:
r outward-FDl-to-export ratios (explained in section V C)
o revealed comparative advantages (RCA) for outward FDI (explained in section V D)
o revealed comparative advantages for exports (explained in section V D)
o ratios of the RCA in outward FDI and the RCA in exports (explained in section V D)
o inward-FDl-to-import ratios (explained in section V C)
o ratios of the RCA in inward FDI and the RCA in imports (explained in section V D)
Table I B: in addition to trade and FDI flows by sectors in terms of values, this table
provides the following indicators:
o relative outward-FDl-to-export ratios (explained in section V C)
o intra-industry trade ratios (explained in section V E)
o intra-industry FDI ratios (explained in section V E)
o relation of intra-industry FDI ratios to intra-industry trade ratios (see section V E)
o relative inward-FDl-to-import ratio (explained in section V C)
o ratio of FDI outflows to FDI inflows
ln ln contrast contrast to to FDI FDI data, data, tr de trade data data for for services services w e were not not available.available.
Charts and tabtes do not distinguish between intra-EU and extra-ElJ trade and FDl.
37
Globalization through Trade and FDI
Trade and FDI by partner countries
Chart 2: a country-specific globalisation chart by major partner country and region. This
chart provides a graphical presentation of the trade and FDI relations with the most
important partner countries both within the EU and outside the EU (see table 14 for the
geographical classification). ln contrast to chart 1 above, this chart does include trade
and FDI in seruices.
Table 2 A: in addition to trade and FDI flows by partner countries in terms of values, this
table provides the following indicators:
o outward-FDl-to-export ratios (explained in section V C)
. revealed comparative advantages (RCA) for outward FDt (explained in section V F)
o revealed comparative advantages for exports (explained in section V F)
o ratios of the RCA in outward FDI and the RCA in exports (explained in section V F)
o inward-FDl-to-import ratios (explained in section V C)
o ratios of the RCA in inward FDI and the RCA in imports (explained in section V F)
Table 2 B: in addition to trade and FDI flows by partner countries in terms of values, this
table provides the following indicators:
o relative outward-FDl-to-export ratios (explained in section V C)
o intra-regional trade ratios (explained in section V G)
o intra-regional FDI ratios (explained in section V G)
o relation of intra-regional FDI ratios to intra-regional trade ratios (explained in section V
G)
o relative inward-FDl-to-import ratio (explained in section V C)
o ratio of FDI outflows to FDI inflows
The tables include FDI and trade data for the seruices ecfor.
All chafts and tables allow to distinguish between transactions within the EU and those
with third countries.
All indicators are based on EUROSTAT data. While EUROSTAT provided FDI data for the
primary, secondary and tertiary sectors, it was not possible to obtain data on trade in
services broken down to the same categories as FDI in services. As a result, tables 1 A
and B of the trade and investment profiles include FDI but not trade in services.to In
contrast, Tables 2 A and B with details on the direction of trade and FDl, however, relate
to FDI in trade and services.
This This uneven uneven @v rage @verage has has cre t d created sorne sorne pr bl ms problems for for indicators indicators which which refer refer to to t tal total trade trade and and FDt. FDt. In In tum, tum, the the sum sum of of FDI FDI in inthe the first first line line World) World) of f table table 1 1 A Aofof
the trade and investment profiles tiakes into account all FDI (including services). Hence, the FD|-to-trade ratios in the first line World) tend to be overstated. For
this this reason, reason, a a se@ d se@nd line li e (totat (totat without without services) services) has has been been introduced, introduced, which which indicates indicates tra e trade and and FDI FDI figures figures o(clusive o(clusive of of seru c s. seruices. For For the the sec{oral sec{oral br akdorvnbreakdorvn
FDI in services is not taken into account. either.
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38
ww Globafization through Trade and FDI
In contrast to the first three chapters of this study, which focuses on the comparison
among the three members of the Triad, the trade and FDI profiles of the EU member
countries in this chapter capture both intra-EU and extra-EU trade and FDl. This allows a
better analysis of intra-EU versus extra-EU globalisation strategies.
European Union
Over the three years under review, the EU registered both a trade and a FDI surplus. The
manufacturing sector was the driving force behind the twin surplus (see chart 1 of the
profile). The ratio of total outward FDI to exports in the manufacturing sector was in fact
clearly higher than the corresponding ratio for Japan and slightly higher than that of the
United States (see table 12). Taking into account, that more than 60 per cent of FDI and
trade was intra-regional, it is clear that European companies have a tendency to respond
to globalisation pressures by enhancing the division of labour through FDI within the EU
rather than to third countries.
From a trade and FDI perspective, Europe's leading industries were the metal and
mechanical and the chemical industry. The competitiveness of European metal and
mechanical product producers may also be gathered from the low value of intra-industry
FDI (see table 1 B of the trade and FDI profile).
However, on both the high- and low-technology ends of the industrial spectrum, namely in
textiles and wood, on the one hand, and in information technology and machinery, on the
other, the EU seems to have lost industrial eadership in terms of being a net importer of
goods and investment.
Table 12: FDI-to-trade ratios in the manufacturing sector, 1992-1994
Country
relative inward-
FDI-to-import
ratio
A.
E U  1 2
Denmark
- France
Germany
Greece
lreland
Italy
Netherlands
Portugal
Spain
United Kingdom
Japan
United States
1 . 9 3
3.43
2.02
1 .69
-0.33
4.43
0.85
5.00
0.78
0.36
1 . 9 9
1.42
1 . 9 1
0.92
1 . 0 8
0.84
0.99
1 . 0 8
1 . 0 3
1 . 0 6
1 .04
1 . 0 0
0.53
1 . 0 8
0.91
1 . 0 8
1.80
2.01
1.60
-0.08
0.81
0.37
0.77
1 .25
1.62
6 .13
2.01
0.28
2.79
1 . 0 5
0.88
1  . 1 0
1  . 1 9
0.98
0.37
0.94
1 . 0 0
0.96
1 . 0 8
0.97
1.40
1  . 1 1
Source: Trade and FDI data from EUROSTAT, for details see trade and investment profiles below, for the definition of
relative FD|-to-trade ratios see section V C.
In the product group machinery and information technology, the EU's Revealed
Comparative Advantage (with relation to the Triad as a whole) was only 0.63 for outward
inward FDI to
imports (W
39
Globalization through Trade and FDI
FDI and 0.38 for exports. As far as inflows into this sector were concerned, the EU's
suppliers relied to a larger extent on trade than on investment (see table 1 A of the
profile).
EU producers of transport equipment, who produced a trade surplus of more than ECU 25
billion, made little use of outward FDl. They registered the lowest outward-FDl-to-export
ratio of all industrial sub-sectors. Their outward FD|-to-trade ratio was only a quarter of the
EU average (excluding services), as may be gathered from the relative FDI-O to export
ratio of 0.23 in table 1 B of the trade and investment profile. This is surprising as transport
equipment is the most typical example of a producer- rather than buyer-driven commodity
chain for which FDI tends to have an above-average importance. Inflows into this sector
were accordingly high, and Japan and the US had significantly higher RCAs in outward
FDI and exports as well as a higher ratio of their RCAs in FDI over their RCAs in exports.
In geographical terms, the importance of intra-community FDI comes out clearly from the
globalisation chart below (chart 2 of the profile), although the United States were the
single most important target and source country for EU FDl. The EU'5 FD|-to-trade ratio
with the US was twice as high as the average both for outflows and inflows. This
underlines again the importance of FDI in transatlantic economic relations.
EU firms remained net exporters of goods and capital vis-A-vis Central and Eastern
European countries, for which they had a clear comparative advantage over the other
Triad members, and relied to an above-average xtent on FDI (see table 2 A of the
profile).
Japan hardly appeared on the EU's map of FDI: it was the only country listed in the table
below, for which EU FDI outflows were actually negative from 1992 to 1994. On the inflow
side, Japanese incoming FDI accounted for 8 per cent of extra-Community FDI as
compared to Japan's 10 per cent share in extra-Community imports.
mm
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Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Chart I
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Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Table I A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector EXTRA-EU 12
(Annual (Annual ave ges avenges of of FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Table 1 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors EXTRA-EU 12
(Annual (Annual avenges avenges of of FDI FDI aN aN trade trade f,ows, f,ows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDr-r /
RCA
imports
WORLD (incl. intra-EU trade & FDI)
TOTAL excl. services and intra-EU
relations
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal & mech. products
- Machih€ry, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport & communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
59,522 1,194,692
10,152 484,090
59 7,853
943 9,041
8,989 466,037
1,274 48,317
2,233 91 ,674
1,377 1 16,349
944 52,912
378 79,797
160 1 ,149
306 n.a.
657 n.a.
317 n.a.
-50 n.a.
-157 n.a.
6,883 n.a.
1 ,742 n .a .
4.98 1.00
2 .10  1 .00
0.75 0.84
10.43 0.69
1 .93 1.04
2.U 1 .85
2.44 2.00
1  . 18  1  . 33
1.59 0.90
0.48 0.56
13.95 2.28
1.56
0.35
2.28
-0 .16
-2.23
0.92
2.28
1 .00  1 .00
1 .00  1 .00
0.61  1 .38
1.50 0.46
1.00  1 .04
1 .35  1 .37
1 .25  1 .60
1 . 1 4  1 . 1 7
0.58 1.55
0.80 0.70
2.26
50,547 1 ,191 ,808
8,515 496,137
57 24,992
1,176 66 ,61  
7,253 403,841
1,372 79,172
1,984 59,968
555 74,596
1,231 72,344
623 51,196
28 694
212 n.a.
2,097 n.a.
201 n.a.
520 n.a.
54 n.a.
4,805 n.a.
629 n.a.
4.24 1.00
1.72  1 .00
0.23 2.08
1.77 2.07
1.80 0.90
1 .73  2 .15
3.31  2 .13
0.74 0.62
1.70 0.77
'1.22 2.87
4.04 1.861 . 0 1
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Refation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
59 7,853
943 9,041
8,989 466,037
1,274 49,317
2,233 91 ,674
1 ,377 1 16,349
844 52,912
378 79,797
160 1 ,149
306 n.a.
657 n.a.
317 n.a.
-50 n.a.
-157 n.a.
6,883 n.a.
1,742 n.a.
0.99
0.89
0.89
0.96
0.94
0.57
0.81
0.76
0.30
0.82
0.48
0.78
0.00
0.00
0.82
0.53
0.36
4.98
0.92
1.26
1  . 1 6
0.48
0.24
0.93
0.76
0.79
2.06 57
3.72 1,176
0.96 7,253
1.27 1,372
1 .19 1 ,984
0.74 555
0.96 1,231
0.96 623
0.39 28
2 1 2
2,097
201
520520
54
4,905
629
24,992
66,61 1
403,841
79,172
59,968
74,596
72,344
51 ,1  96
694
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
0.13  1  .03
1.03 0.80
1 .05 1.24
1.01 0.93
1 .93  1  .13
0.71 0.61
2.35 5.73
1.44
0.31
1.58
-0.10
-2.93
1.43
2.77
0.43 2.48
0.99 0.69
0.56 0.78
0.76 0.84
0.23 0.79
6.65 0.75
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Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Chartz
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as as nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI.
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDr-t FDr-t //
RCA
imoorts
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
59,522 ',a,194,692
36,935 709,501
5,236 127,504
5,265 72,965
4,908 70,640
6,058 164,532
2,458 76,674
5,183 90,757
1,652 12,597
423 14,U3
291 11,232
796 16 ,151
4,341 51 ,714
22,586 495,192
1,375 111,299
50,767 946,669
2,050 34,997
7,969 99,450
1,157 23,379
340 17,533
238 34,179
720 44,961
280 12,526
125 19,906
271 21 ,219
1,656 13,220
1,514 16,044
175 37,243
1,732 70,172
413 9,419
I I 624624
505 10,396
2,589 22,100
130 7,500
g1g 40,296
614 30,391
8,413,  94 ,510
-172 23,270
4.98  1 .00
5 . 2 1  1  . 1 8
4 . 1 1  1 . 1 8
7.23 1.28
6.95  1 .71
3 .68  1 .17
3.21  1 .24
5.71 0.73
1 3 . 1 3  1  . 5 1
2.85  1 .39
2.59  1 .50
4.93 1.57
8.39 1.45
4.66 0.80
1.24 0.91
5.36 1.08
5.88 1.60
8.01  1 .28
4.95  1 .21
1.94  1 .60
0.70 0.34
1 .60  1 .60
2.23  1 .60
0.67 1.60
1 .28  1 .60
12.53 0.49
9.43 0.84
0.47 0.81
2.47 0.40
4 .38  1  . 10
1 .23  1 .60
4.86 0.77
11.72 1 .45
1  . 73  1  . 16
2.03  1 .01
2.02 0.57
9.95 0.94
-0.74 -0.58
1.00 50,547
0.89 29,746
0.85 5,010
0.95 3,995
1.36 4,032
0.89 6,632
0.88 2,128
0.62 4,930
1.24 621
0.99 460
1.07 -23
1.09 236
1.03  2 '47
1.09 20,802
0.66 2,599
0.90 42,974
1 .09 133
2.57 8,372
2.89  1  15
1.65 149
0.92 284
1 .34 189
1.35  20
1.28  45
1 .43  1  13
1.60 1,496
1 .35 100
0.83 770
0.81 2,156
1.91  607
1.24  5
0.60 275
1.06 126
0.87  613
0.75 2,183
0.39 651
1.22 1.0,128
-1 .00  1 ,580
4.24 1.00
4.33 0.80
4.37 0.73
5.30 1.02
4.36 0.85
4.03 0.76
2.79 .  1.06
6.21 0.68
3.70 0.58
2.96 0.69
-0.54 1 .18
2 .29  1  . 16
0.58  1 .88
4 . 1 2  1 . 2 1
2.27 0.65
4.52 0.81
0 .44  1 .14
8.46 2.33
0.45 3.74
0.87 1.99
0.91  1 .27
0.52 1.32
0 . 1 2  1 . 3 6
4 . 2 1  1 . 1 9
0.48 1.66
23.21 2.25
0.49 -1.73
3.36 2.05
2.07 1.06
9.41  1 .37
0.57 1.46
1.53  0 .69
0.50 0.1 3
5.55 0.89
6.01 0.65
2.80 0.44
1 1  .55  1 .52
3.23 0.61
1 .00
1 .33
1.40
1 .35
1 .26
1 .32
1 . 4 1
1  . 1 8
1 .22
1 . 4 1
1 .40
1.44
1 . 4 1
0.74
1 .38
1 .20
1.47
0.50
0.42
0.97
0.37
1 . 2 0
1 . 1 9
1 . 2 5
1 . 1 2
0.31
0.62
0.97
0.49
0.58
1 . 3 0
1 .30
1 .37
1 .33
1 .35
1.46
0.77
0.58
1 ,191 ,808
687,318
114,528
75,356
92,488
164,654
76,415
79,421
16,779
15,531
4,304
10,309
37,533
504,490
114,528
951,239
30,378
98,981
25,710
17,187
31,234
36,528
16,056
21,225
23,300
6,445
20,412
22,956
1A4,136
6,449
879
18,001
25,024
1 1,053
36,333
23,237
87,688
48,953
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Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
(third-
country FDI
and trade)
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU MM
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
(third-
country
FDI and
trade)
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
Germany
Denmark
Spain
Belg.-Luxbg
France
Utd. Kingdom
Greece
lreland
Italy
Netherlands
Portugal
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa 
€
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
Sweden
USA
Japan
59,522 1 ,194,682
36,935 709,501
6,058 164,532
423 14,843
4,341 51 ,714
5,265 72,965
5,236 127,504
5,183 90,757
291 11,232
1,652 12,597
2,458 76,674
4,908 74,640
796  16 ,151
22,586 495,192
1,375 111,299
50,767 946,669
2,050 34,897
7,969 99,450
1,157 23,379
340 17,533
238 34,179
720 44,861
280 12,526
125 19,906
271 21,219
1,656 13,220
I  ,514 16,044
175 37,243
1,732 7A,172
413 9,419
I I 624624
505 10,386
130 7,500
818 4A,296
614 30,391
2,589 22,100
8,413 94,510
-172 23,270
1.00
0.27
1  . 1 5
1.26
1.72
1.06
0.42
0 . 1 5
0.34
0.48
0 .14
0.27
2.69
2.03
0 . 1 0
0.s3
0.94
0.26
1.04
0.37
0.44
0.43
2.52
2 .14
-0.16
0.92 54,547
0.91 29,746
0.96 6,632
0.98 460
0.1 1 217
0.88 3,995
1 .03 5,010
1.04 4,930
0.00 -23
0.64 621
0.93 2,128
1.04 4,032
0.59 236
0.98 20,802
0.70 2,599
0.92 42,974
0 . 1 3  1 3 3
0.98 8,372
0 . 1 9  1  1 5
0.62 149
0.96 2U
0.46 189
0 .15  20
0.56 45
0 .62  113
1.45 1,496
0 .14  100
0.49 770
1 . 1 1  2 , 1 5 6
1.00 607
0.95 5
0.96 275
0.43  613
0.57 2,183
1 . 1 2  6 5 1
0.10 126
0.92 10,128
0.00 1,580
1  . 1 8
1.24
0.91
0.92
20.00
1 .32
1 .05
1 .05
-12.49
2.66
1  . 1 6
1.22
3.37
1.00  1 .09
0.55 0.53
1  . 1 0  1  . 1 8
0.1 1 15.41
2.05 0.95
0.1 1 10.06
0.21 2.28
0.22 0.84
0.13 3.80
0.03 14.22
0.05 2.81
0.12  2 .41
5.63  1  .11
0.12  15 .14
0.81 0.23
0.50 0.80
2.28 0.68
0.14  1  .53
0.37 1.83
1.34 0.21
1.46 0.37
0.68 0.94
0.12 20.60
2.80 0.83
0.78 -0.1 1
1 .00
0.98
1 .00
0.98
0.84
0.98
0.95
0.93
0.55
0.86
1 .00
0.87
0.78
0.98
0.99
1 . 0 0
0.93
1 . 0 0
0.95
0.99
0.95
0.90
0.88
0.94
0.95
0.66
0.88
0.76
0.81
0.81
0.83
0.73
0.81
0.95
0.87
0.94
0.98
0.64
0.92
0.89
0.95
0.96
0 . 1 0
0.86
0.98
0.97
0.00
0.55
0.93
0.90
0.46
0.96
0.69
0.92
0 . 1 2
0.98
0 . 1 8
0.61
0.91
0.42
0 . 1 3
0.53
0.59
0.95
0 . 1 2
0.37
0.89
0.81
0.79
0.71
0.35
0.55
0.97
0.09
0.91
0.00
1 ,1 91 ,808
687,318
164,654
15,531
37,533
75,356
114,528
79,421
4,304
16,779
76,415
92,488
10,309
504,490
114,528
951,239
30,378
98,981
25,714
17,187
31,234
36,528
16,056
21 ,225
23,300
6,445
20,412
22,956
1 04,1 36
6,449
879
18,001
11 ,053
36,333
23,237
25,024
87,688
48,953
Trade and FDI Profile: European Union - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tnde tnde flows flows as as nnual annual avemges avemges 1992-1994)1992-1994)
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Globalization through Trade and FDI
Belgium-Luxembourg
The aggregated data suggests that Belgium/Luxembourg has attracted twice as much
inward investment as it has invested abroad over the early 1990s. In addition, there was
considerable disinvestment in more than a dozen of the partner countries and regions.
Both points are likely to be related to Luxembourg's financial sector. Unfortunately, no
sectoral breakdown of FDI is available (for this reason, chart 1 and tables 1 A and B are
missing). Without such a breakdown, it is impossible to obtain any clear picture of the role
of FDI in globalisation patterns of the two countries.
Belgium's and Luxembourg's largest FDI partner is Germany, followed by France, the
Netherlands, the US and Sweden. Surprisingly, these partners can be found in each of the
four quadrants of the globalisation chart.
The data suggests that Belgium/Luxembourg has been a leading investor in Germany with
average annual FDI outflows of ECU 2.5 bitlion in the early 1990s. This would have
represented 71 per cent of total recorded German FDI inflows over the same period,
although the inflows from Belgium/Luxembourg ecorded by Germany were only at ECU
0.5 billion. Unless there is a very special background to these orders of magnitude,
possibly related to Luxembourg as a financial centre, these results do not make sense and
warrant further verification. ln addition to its reported net FDI surplus,
Befgium/Luxembourg ecorded a significant rade surplus with Germany of nearly ECU 2
bi l l ion.
Similarly, investment in Sweden appears very high with an average of ECU 0.7 billion in
the early 1990s. The FD|-to-trade-ratio of Belgium/Luxembourg was as high as 0.54. In
contrast to its relations with Germany, Belgium/Luxembourg registered a pronounced
trade deficit with Sweden.
The Netherlands and the United States were in the third quadrant of the globalisation
chart of Belgium and Luxembourg. Belgium/Luxembourg attracted significant net FDI from
these two countries, which - in the case of the US - even exceeded the trade deficit.
For French traders and investors, Belgium/Luxembourg may have served as a type of
export platform (fourth quadrant): they invested a net annual average of ECU 0.9 billion
into the two countries and ran a trade deficit of around ECU 5 billion, which was nearly as
high as the world's total trade deficit with Belgium/Luxembourg. \Mthout details on the
sectoral breakdown and the role Luxembourg as a financial market, however, these
findings remain very tentative.
ww
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Trade and FDI Profile: Belgium/Luxembourg - Ghart 2
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: Belgium/Luxembourg - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992'1994)1992'1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI.
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
moorts
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonruay
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
4,434 106,1  5
4,072 77,785
1,087 20,520
271 14,012
2,537 22,836
40 5,832
-80 8,648
90 391
-17 967
4 4 627627
-7 880
146 3,074
362 28,330
44 5,758
4,290 90,453
96 1,436
-150 5,464
47 1,357
-6 1,084
-1  2 ,117
-26 3,961
20 549
-46 1,009
-14 1,374
171 459
-45 679
-13 3,675
-17 5,264
-63 414
2 2 0
42 482
749 1,382
-28 458
u 2,201
-59 1,215
-307 4,800
-63 1,230
4 . 1 8  1 . 0 0
5.23  1 .75
5.30 3.30
1 .94 1.27
11 .11  6 .58
0.68 0.27
-0.93 -0.15
23 .03  1  . 11
-1 
.79 -0.77
0.64 0.28
-0.80 -0.19
4.76 0.66
1 . 2 8  0 . 1 7
0.77 0.39
4.74  1 .23
6 .71  1 .01
-2.75 -0.32
3.46 0.66
-0.52 -0.36
-0.06 -0.03
-0.65 -0.77
3.58  1 .51
4.56 -7.90
-1  
. 02  -1  . 11
37.23 0.68
-6.63 -0.34
-0.35 -0.81
-0.32 -0.05
-15.20 -2.25
11 .61  6 .55
-8.64 -0.86
54.18 5.63
-6.04 -3.32
3.80  1 .39
4.85 -0.73
-6.40 -0.46
-5.12 -2.83
1 .00 10,673 100,694
1.07 5,586 70,013
1 .30 1 ,972 15,566
0.45 1,683 17,235
3.19 1 ,873 20,905
0.22 281 4,213
-0.12 -183 8,527
2.60 78 773
-0.74 70 615
0.32 -24 125
-0.21 12 473
0.70 -176 1,580
0.36 2,733 30,682
0.49 -37 5,837
0.95 7,910 85,607
1.49  24  1 ,099
-1 
.05 2,217 6,621
2.41 -35 1,464
-0.53 5 1,797
-0.10 -26 1 ,033
-0 .65  12  1 ,931
2.59 2 1,086
-10.48 -1 1 ,046
-1 .36  4  2 ,312
5.66 656 541
-1  
. 14  13  1 ,291
-0.75 I 849
-0.13 167 6,361
-7.90 -8 505
13.96 1 24
-1.26 -24 707
5.85 -100 2,419
-3.64 142 561
1 .66 -13 1 ,468
-1 
.11 -7 657
-0.94 1 ,619 5,826
-8.22 185 3,193
10.60 1 .00
7.98 0.59
12.67 0.84
9.76 0.76
8.96 0.68
6.67  1 .01
-2.14 -0.09
10.09 0.63
11.34 1 .06
-18.92 16.44
2.46 0.50
-11.12 - ' ,44.47
8 .91  1 .05
-0.63 -0.07
9.24 0.67
2 .18  2 .28
33.48 3.69
-2.41 -8.08
0.28 0.25
-2.52 -1 
.41
0.62 0.63
0.1 5 0.68
-0.13 -0.29
0.19  0 .26
121 .18 4.69
0.98 -1 .38
0.90 0.22
2.62 0.54
-1 
.52 -0.09
5.61 5.79
-3.44 -0.62
-4.13 -0.42
25.26 1.62
-0.91 -0.04
-1 
.01 -0.06
27.79 1.46
5.79 0.44
1 .00
1.64
2.53
2.81
2.06
1 .20
1 .26
0.43
1 .03
0.88
0.89
0.94
0.48
0.80
,,1.29
0.68
0.31
0.27
0.68
0.26
1  . 1 9
0.59
0.75
0.82
o . 1 2
0.30
1 . 0 8
0.41
0.28
0.47
0.68
0.96
0.91
0.83
0.66
0.49
0.34
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Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
4,434 106,1  5
4,072 77,785
1,087 2A,520
271 14,012
2,537 22,936
40 5,932
-80 8,648
90 391
-17 967
4 4 627627
-7 880
146 3,074
362 29,330
44 5,759
4,290 90,453
96 1,436
-150 5,464
47 1,357
-6 1,094
-1  2 ,117
-26 3,961
2A 549
-46 1,009
-14 1,374
171 459
45 679
-13 3,675
-17 5,264
-63 414
2 2 4
-42 -42 482482
749 1,392
-28 -28 458458
84 2,201
-59 1,215
-307 4,900
-63 1,230
8,319 100,694
5,586 70,013
', ,972 15,566
1,683 17,235
1,873 20,905
281 4,213
-183 8,527
78 773
70 615
-24 125
12 473
-176 1,580
2,733 30,682
-37 5,837
7,910 85,607
24 1,099
2,217 6,621
-35 1,464
5 1 ,797
-26 1,033
1 2  1 , 9 3 1
2 1 ,086
-1 1,046
4 2,312
656 541
13 1 ,291
I 849
167 6,361
-8 505
1 2 4
-24 707
-100 2,419
142 561
-13 1 ,468
-7 657
1 ,619 5,826
185  3 ,193
1.00  0 .53
0.97 0.73
1.53 0.55
1  . 1 8  0 . 1 6
1.08  1  .35
0.81  0 .14
-0.26 0.44
1 . 2 2  1  . 1 5
1.37 -0.25
-2.29 -0.17
0.30 -0.60
-1.35 -0.83
1 .08  0 .13
-0.08 -1 
.21
1.12  0 .54
0.26 4.01
4.05 -0.07
-0.29 -1 
.33
0.03  -1  .13
-0.30 0.05
0.08 -2.14
0.02  11 .80
-0.02 34.50
0.o2 -3.23
14.67 0.26
0.12 -3.55
0.1 1 -1 .70
0.32 -0.10
-0.18 8.22
0.68 1.75
-0.42 1.71
-0.50 -7.49
3.06 -0.20
-0.11 -6.28
-0.12 8.85
3.36 -0.19
0.70 -0.34
1 . 0 0
1 . 2 5
1 . 2 7
0.46
2.66
0 . 1 6
-0.22
5.51
-0.43
0 . 1 5
-0 .19
1  . 1 4
0.31
0 . 1 8
1 . 1 4
1 . 6 1
-0.66
0.83
-0 .13
-0.02
-0 .16
0.86
-1 
.09
-0.24
8.91
-1 
.59
-0.08
-0.08
-3.64
2.78
-2.07
12.97
-1 
.45
0.91
- 1  
. 1 6
-1 
.53
-1.23
0.97
0.95
0.86
0.90
0.96
0.84
0.99
0.67
0.78
0.33
0.70
0.68
0.96
0.99
0.97
0.87
0.90
0.96
0.75
0.66
0.66
0.67
0.98
0.75
0.92
0.69
0.38
0.91
0.90
0.92
0.81
0.73
0.90
0.80
0.70
0.90
0.56
0.70
0.84
0.71
0.28
0.85
0.25
0.00
0.93
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.23
0.00
0.70
0.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0 . 1 6
0.00
0.00
0.41
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.73
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.71
0.89
0.82
0.31
0.89
0.29
0.00
1 .38
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.24
0.00
0.72
0.46
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.23
0.00
0.00
0.45
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.79
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
Trade and FDI Profile: Belgium/Luxembourg - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
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Denmark
FDI was particularly important for Denmark's services sector: more than half of outflows
and more than 70 per cent of inflows were related to the services sector.
Denmark's manufacturing sector has been a net exporter of goods and FDI to the rest of
the world. However, among the five industrial subsectors, only metal and mechanical
products were in the first quadrant of the globalisation chart with an average outward
investment of ECU 219 m over the early 1990s and an export surplus of ECU 0.5 billion.
Internationalisation i  this sector relied to an above-average xtent on FDI (comparatively
high outward-FDl-to-export ratio), and while intra-industry trade was important, intra-
industry FDI was relatively low.
In contrast, the chemical product group and transport equipment combined trade deficits
with outflows of FDl. Denmark's machinery sector has absorbed both significant FDI
inflows - a quarter of all inflows into manufacturing - and registered a trade deficit of a
billion of ECUs. Internationalisation n agriculture relied nearly exclusively on trade.
Denmark was different from the EU in one major aspect: its relations within the EU were
less FDI intensive than those with third countries. This was largely influenced by
significant Danish investment o the United States and its Nordic neighbours Sweden,
Norway and Finland. \Mthin the EU, Danish firms have relied on FDI rather than trade in
particular in relation to Spain and lreland.
mm
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Trade and FDI Profile: Denmark - Ghart I
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: Denmark - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plus extra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tnde tnde flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Denmark - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual dwtry€s dwtry€s of of intra-EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FDr-O /
RCA
exPorts
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-t FDt-t //
RCA
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
1.00  2 ,113
1.00 594
0.00 12
0.00 80
1.22 480
0.55 68
2.67 112
1 .94 117
0.00 s8
0.57 I
26,938 7.84 1 .00
25,909 2.29 1.00
1 ,151 1  .01  6 .89
768 10.42 9.17
23,934 2.01 0.75
4,226 1.61 1.50
4,546 2.47 1 .19
4,963 2.35 1.47
3,149 1 .U 0 .63
2,550 0.31 0.55
57 38.81 13.38
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
2,047
935
00
00
934
45
257257
31,703
29,527
1,639
522522
27,269
2,815
4,192
5,549
2 , 1 1 1
1  ,916
98
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n.a.
n.a.
1.00
1.00
2.09
1.42
0.96
1.29
0.93
3 . 1 7 0.02 22
4',[
523523
172
1 5
00
669
685
0.89
0.38
0.32
164
00
1 1
00
1 2
166
1 3 1
32
00
708
599
6.46 1.00
3.17  1 .00
0.00 0.00
0.06 0.00
3 .43  1 .17
1.59 0.70
6.15 2.50
2.96 1.73
0.00 0.00
0.59 0.18
0.34 0.05
0.44
0.96
10.27
1  . 1 0
0.00
1.03
8.52
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
lntra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textifes and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicfes and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
0  9 8  0 . 1 1
12  n .a .
166 n .a .
131  n .a .
32 n.a.
0  n .a .
708 n.a.
599 n.a.
0.00
0.01
0.68
0.79
0.61
0.83
0.00
0.83
0.03
0.44
0.48
0.87
0.63
0.97
0.93
1,151 0 .44  0 .00
768 4.55 0.00
23,934 0.88 1.95
4,226 0.70 0.66
4,546 1.08 2.29
4,963 1.03 1.41
3,149 o.8o O.0o
2,550 0.14 '1.42
57 16.94 0.02
n.a.  0.28
n.a.  0.32
n.a.  0.77
n . a .  2 . 1 6
n.a .
n .a .  1 .06
n.a.  0.87
1 2
80
480
68
112
117
58
0.93 0.94
0.00 0.80
00
00
934
45
257257
104
00
1 1
22
41
523523
172
1 5
00
669
685
1,639
522522
27,269
2,815
4,192
5,549
2 , 1 1 1
1  ,916
0.00
0.02
1.08
0.50
1.94
0.83
0.81
0.93
0.80
0.96
0.00
0.01
0.73
0.99
0.63
0.88
0.00
0.96
0.04
0 . 1 9 0.86
0.73
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Trade and FDI Profile: Denmark - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl andtrade flowsas annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDr-t /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonlray
Sweden
Finfand
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
6.46 1.00
4.76 0.74
-0.71 -0.08
-1.38 -0.06
5.12 0.72
0.39 0.16
1.46 0.28
7.40 0.89
92.13 3.88
1.96 0.75
11 .86  1 .20
50.87 3.02
8.35 1.28
3.44 4.50
7.39 1.22
3.26 0.64
20.71 1.81
0.00 0.00
-1 
.84 -1 .37
-1.14 -0.33
1 .18  0 .41
0.78 0.39
0.52 0.37
0.00 0.00
-0.32 -0.01
7.56 0.32
-0.14 -0.13
1 . 1 1  0 . 1 6
0.79 0.13
0.27 2.03
9.34 8.05
12.09 6.28
21 .53 34.61
8.76 1.90
0.41 0.04
22.56 1 .18
1.74 2.08
1.00  2 ,113 26 ,938
0.63 1,262 14,371
-0 .11  15  1 ,451
-0.14 100 964
0.77  257 1 ,819
0.07 272 6,182
0.31 10 1 ,080
0.62 582 1,997
6.73 22 196
0.63 0 49
2.02 0 323
4 .81  4  310
1.50 851 12,567
1.42 407 6,283
0.96 2,069 22,909
0.47 1 758
5.12  175 1 ,387
0.00 23 457
-1 .21  10  114
-1 
.17 4 623
0.76 6 249
0.36 2 280
0.78 0 75
0.00 1 130
-0.03 -1 93
0.84 3 452
-0.19 -1 64
0.28 38 2,084
0.27 3 71
0.21 1 83
0.88 285 1,587
0.85 161 2,990
8.39 52 757
2.48 121 562
0.06 3 305
2.14  174 1 ,250
1.81  4  849
7.84 1.00
8.78 0.88
1.01  0 .09
10.34 1 .08
14.15  1 .49
4.40 0.45
0.96 0.20
29.14 1.72
11.08  0 .94
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1.29  2 .27
6.77  1 .08
6.48 1.00
9.03 0.88
0.09  0 j2
12.64 1.88
5 .11  23 .11
9 .04  11  . 17
0.64 0.49
2.54 3.49
0.83 5.02
0.00 0.00
1 .03  1 .90
-0.72 -0.04
0 .59  -1  . 13
-1 
.03 -0.34
1.82  0 .50
4.23 0.33
1.61  2 .24
17.94 4.38
5.38 0.74
6.91 0.60
21.61  1  .26
0.87 0.07
13.95  0 .99
0.51 0.05
2,047
797
-13
-9
71
29
1 9
2 1 7
'a46
55
21
31 1
1,249
234234
1,971
28
388
00
-10
-8
66
22
11
00
-1
20
-1
23
22
00
181
385
133
53
11
363
21
31,703
16,738
1,793
630
1,399
7,482
1,322
2,930
158
255
177
612
14,965
6,803
26,673
859
1 ,875
457457
543
699
537537
299
1 9 1
365
420420
260
715
2 ,110
210
125
1,937
3,1  g8
6 1 9
605
328328
1,609
1,223
1 .00
1  . 1 8
o.74
0.44
0.93
2.26
0.91
1.43
0.58
1 .20
0.60
0.63
0.85
3 . 1 7
1 .27
1 .36
0.35
0.31
1  . 1 3
0.29
0.54
1 .07
0.48
0.73
0.37
0.38
0.70
0.56
0.48
9.81
9 .1  1
7.43
4 . 1 3
0.77
0.59
0.55
1 . 1 5
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Trade and FDI Profile: Denmark - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
lntra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
fmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
2,047
797
- 1 3
-9
71
29
1 9
2 1 7
146
55
21
31 1
1,249
234234
1 ,971
28
388
00
- 1 0
-8
66
22
11
00
-1
20
-1
23
22
00
1 8 1
385
133
53
11
363
21
31,703
16,738
1,793
630
1,399
7,492
1,322
2,930
158
255255
177
612
14,965
6,803
26,673
859
1 ,975
457457
543
699
537537
299
1 9 1
365
420420
260
715
2 , 1 1 0
210
125
1,937
3,1 g8
6 1 9
605
328
1,609
1,223
1.00
0.74
-0.1 1
-0.21
0.79
0.06
0.23
1 . 1 5
14.27
0.30
1.84
7.88
1 .29
0.53
1  . 1 4
0.50
3.21
0.00
-0.29
-0.18
0.1  8
0 . 1 2
0.08
0.00
-0.05
1  . 1 7
-0.02
0 . 1 7
0 . 1 2
0.04
1.45
1.87
3.34
1.36
0.06
3.49
0.27
0.92
0.92
0.90
0.79
0.87
0.90
0.90
0.81
0.89
432
0.71
0.67
0.91
0.96
0.92
0.94
0.85
1 .00
0.35
0.94
0.63
0.97
0.56
0.53
0.36
0.73
0 . 1 7
0.99
0.50
0.80
0.90
0.97
0.90
0.96
0.96
0.87
0.82
0.98
0.77
0.00
0.00
0.43
0 .19
0.70
0.54
0.26
0.00
0.00
0.03
0.81
0.73
0.98
0.05
0.62
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.24
0.00
0.76
0.71
0.40
0.78
0.59
0.56
0.61
0.67
0.65
0.34
1.07
0.84
0.00
0.00
0.50
0.21
0.77
0.67
0.29
0.00
0.00
0.04
0.89
0.76
1.06
0.05
0.73
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.58
1.04
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.33
0.00
0.77
1.42
0.50
0.86
0.61
0.63
0.63
0.69
0.74
0.41
2,113 26,938
1,262 14,371
15  1 ,451
100 964
257 1 ,819
272 6,182
10 1,08"0
582 1,997
22 196
0 4 9
0 0 323323
4  3 1 0
851 12,567
407 6,283
2,069 22,909
1 758
175 1,387
23 457
1 0  1 1 4
4 4 623623
6 6 249249
2 2 280280
0 7 5
1  130
-1 93
3 3 452452
-1 64
38 2,084
3 7 1
1 8 3
285 1,587
161 2,990
52 757
121 562
3 305
174 1,250
4 849
1.00 0.97
1.12  0 .63
0.1 3 -0.86
1.32 -0.09
1.80 0.28
0.56 0.1 1
0 .12  1 .87
3.72 0.37
1.41 6.72
0.00
0.00
0.16 77 .83
0.86 1.47
0.83 0.58
1 .1s  0 .95
0.01 42.00
1.61  2 .21
0.65 0.00
1 .15 -0.97
0.08 -2.00
0.32 1.00
0.1 1 1 .00
0.00
0.1 3 0.00
-0.09 2.00
0.08 7.38
-0.13 1 .50
0.23 0.61
0.54 0.56
0.20 0.25
2.29 0.64
0.69 2.39
0.88 2.55
2.75 0.44
0.1 1 0.50
1.78 2.08
0.07 4.92
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France
In the early 1990s, France's inward and outward trade and investment flows were very
balanced.
The French manufacturing sector proved its international competitiveness by registering
both a significant surplus of outward FDI and exports. This was most obvious in the
petroleum and chemical sector. Transport equipment, the largest contributor to exports, on
the other hand, reduced its outward investment. The textiles and wood sector was found
in the third quadrant in the early 1990s: imports exceeded exports by a large margin and
there was a net inflow of foreign capital. In mining and quarrying, significant overseas
investment coincided with a pronounced import surplus - a situation which is rather typical
for the world's leading exporters of manufactures.
Notwithstanding the fact that France is the world's second largest exporter of services, the
large outflows of FDI from financial institutions - which were with an annual average of
ECU 3 billion nearly as high as outflows of manufacturing FDI - were exceeded by even
higher inflows of FDI into France's financial sector.
In geographical terms, three of France's most important FDI partner were in the second
quadrant of the globalisation chart French companies pursued their globalisation vis-d-vis
the Netherlands, Germany and the US through significant net investment flows to these
three countries, with which France registers otherwise a large trade deficit.
French firms proved to be leaders in terms of trade and FDI surpluses as compared to
Spain, the ACP countries, Central and Eastern Europe, Portugal, Greece and ASEAN.
On the other hand, France obtained large inflows of FDI from the UK and Switzerland,
although the two countries ran pronounced trade deficits with France.
ww
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Trade and FDI Profile: France - Chart 1
Globalization strategies by sectors in terms
Average net FDI flows 1S)2 - 1994 (billions of EGU)
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Trade and FDI Profile: France - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual avenges avenges of of intn-EU intn-EU plus plus extn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade tlows, tlows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: France - Table 1 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual avenges avenges of of int -EU intn-EU plus plus extn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI aN aN trade trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDr-t FDr-t //
RCA
mports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
1 1 ,364 197,166
4,733 196,1gg
4 9,242
793 608
3,715 184,077
161 17,465
884 34,310
-247 47,099
221 2,270
25'l n.a.
789 n.a.
257 n.a.
211 n.a.
140 n.a.
4,210 n.a.
4,210 n.a.
5.76 1.00 1.00
2.41 1.00 1.00
0.04 0.12 1.77
130.38 1.24 0.25
2.02 0.92 0.98
0.92 0.50 1.20
2 .58  1 .70  1 .15
-0.53 -0.79 1 .1 8
9.72 6.74 11.04
2.74
0.90
3.97
1.42
4.26
1 . 2 1
1 1 . 8 3
1 .00 10,673
1.00 2,848
0.07 15
4.97 13
0.94 2,822
0.42 239
1.47 735
-0.67 -32
0.61 -2
29
687
57
132
103
4,560
4,560
278 32,032 0.87 0.58 0.77 0.75 408
0 19,800 0.00 0.00 0.53 0.00 0
196,268
195,383
6 ,817
12,064
176,323
23,831
32,121
30,842
21,942
37,301
179
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
5.44 1.00
1.46 1.00
0.22 2.30
0.1  1  0 .1  5
1.60 0.94
1.00  1 .47
2.29 1.73
1.32  1 .30
0.00 0.00
-0.09 -0.24
-1 .12  -0 .61
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
lntra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
4 9,242
793 608
3,715 184,077
161 17  ,465
884 34,310
279 32,032
0 19,900
-247 47,099
221 2,270
251 n.a.
789 n.a.
257 n.a.
211 n.a.
140 n.a.
4,210 n.a.
4,210 n.a.
0.43
0.03
0.86
0.80
0.91
0.81
0.00
0.00
0.21
0.93
0.36
0.77
0.85
0.96
0.96
0.02
54.05
0.84
0.38
1.07
0.36
0.00
-0.22
4.03
0.85
0 . 1 0
0.98
0.85
0.97
0.88
0 . 1 5
6 ,817
12,064
176,323
23,931
32,121
30,842
21 ,942
37,301
179
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
0.98
0.95
0.50 15
0.34 13
0.88 2,822
0.95 239
0.94 735
0.83 408
00
0.00 -32
0.00 -2
29
687
57
132
103
4,560
4,560
0.1 5 0.27
0.07 60.97
1 . 1 0  1 . 3 2
0.69 0.67
1 .57  1 .20
0.91 0.68
0.00
-0.06 7.73
-0.77 -1 10.33
8.66
1  . 1 5
4.54
1 . 5 9
1 .36
0.92
0.92
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: France - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU'm
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
1 1 ,364 197,166
7 ,467 120,979
1 ,435 16,694
1,603 9,950
1 ,186 36,326
1 ,079 19,862
769 18,631
91 955
10 1 ,657
50 1,490
151 2,946
1 ,095 13,367
3,896 76,297
83 12,799
9,710 152,8U
197 3,160
1 ,818 15 ,795
157 3,041
263 6,125
151 5,091
331 9,785
53 1  ,319
96 6,437
279 6,320
351 3,995
131 2,5i l
196 5,901
420 10,515
-2 1,596
1 3 8
-28 797
61 2,049
11 680
111 7,333
1 1,900
1,687 13,291
58 3,595
5.76 1.00
6 .18  1  . 25
8.59  1 .82
17.91  2 .92
3.27  1 .20
5.43 2.85
4.13  0 .57
9.56 0.44
0.58  0 .17
3.36  1 .35
5.13  1  .56
8 .19  1  . 91
5 .11  0 .72
0.65 0.29
6.35 1.08
5.92 0.77
1  1 . 5 1  1 . 5 3
4.30 0.86
4.29 6.49
2 .97  1  . 13
3.38 3.86
3.99  1 .58
1.49 6.43
4.41 8.64
9.03 0.5s
5.1 1 0.38
3.37 4.73
3.99 0.50
-0.10 -0.02
1.77 0.73
-3.55 -0.23
2 .99  0 .18
1.67 0.53
1.51  0 .71
0.07 0.01
12.70 0.99
1 .63  1 .02
1 .00
1 .37
1 .87
0.97
1 . 7 7
2.21
1.46
0.56
0.95
1 . 1 2
1 .60
2.21
0.70
0.96
1 . 1 7
0.81
0.48
0.40
2.05
0.33
1 .58
0.76
2.59
2.03
0.55
0.60
0.92
0.45
0.59
0.47
0.60
0.77
0.73
1.49
0.55
0.73
0.54
1 .00 10,673
0.91 7,421
0.97 1,647
3.02 958
0.68 984
1.29 1,337
0.39 2,201
0.78  1  13
0 .17  57
1 .20  4
0.98 6
0.87 1 10
1.03 3,253
0.30 1,008
0.92 10,229
0.95 4
3.19 1 ,348
2:17 37
3 .16  48
3.39 57
2.44 31
2.09 -84
2.49 25
4.26 27
1.00 84
0.63 2
5.16 140
1 .13 357
-0.04 9
1 .54  0
-0.38 45
0.23 52
0.73 103
0.48 963
0 .01  10
1.35 1,259
1.89 264
196,268
127,450
20,224
12,863
40,636
20,191
15,721
2,459
1 , 9 1 0
493
2,072
10,879
68,818
13,122
161,847
2,652
16,129
3,095
4,129
3,378
6,850
2,136
4,795
4 ,318
1,468
2,478
5,021
1  1 ,561
851
1 1 0
2,276
2,558
1,309
5,287
1,582
14,457
5,352
5.44 1.00
5.82 0.84
8 .14  1 .22
7  . 45  1  . 13
2.42 0.36
6.62 1.96
14 .00  1  . 19
4.61 0.57
2.98 0.54
0.81 -1.37
0 .31  0 .12
1.01  2 .56
4.73  1 .08
7.68  1 .71
6.32 0.89
-0.15 -0.31
8.36 1.80
1.20 7.80
1 .16  2 .07
1 .68 1.83
0.45 0.90
-3.92 -34.01
0.52 2.31
0.63 1.67
5.75 0.43
0.09 -0.26
2.78  1 .32
3.09  1 .23
1 .06  0 .12
0.00 0.00
1.99 0.70
2.03 0.40
7.87 0.98
18.21 1.53
0.61 0.08
8.71 0.89
4.93 0.73
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Trade and FDI Profile: France - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
1 1 ,364 197 ,166
7,467 120,879
1 ,435 16,694
1,603 8,950
1 ,186 36,326
1 ,079 19,862
769 18,631
91 955
10  1 ,657
50 1,490
151 2,946
1 ,095 13,367
3,896 76,287
83 12,798
9,710 152,904
187 3,160
1 ,819 15 ,795
157 3,641
263 6,125
151 5 ,081
331 9,795
53  1  , 318
96 6,437
279 6,320
351 3,995
131 2,564
196 5,901
420 10,515
-2 1,596
1 3 8
-28 797
61 2,049
11 680
111 7,333
1 1,900
1,687 13,291
58 3,585
1.00 1 .00
1.07 0.97
1.49 0.90
3.11  0 .82
0.57 0.94
0.94 0.99
0.72 0.92
1.66 0.56
0.10 0.93
0.58 0.50
0.89 0.83
1.42 0.90
0.89 0.95
0.1 1 0.99
1 .10 0.97
1.03 0.91
2.00 0.99
0.75 0.92
0.74 0.81
0.51 0.80
0.59 0.82
0.69 0.76
0.26 0.85
0.77 0.81
1.57 0.55
0.89 0.98
0.59 0.93
0.69 0.95
-0.02 0.70
0.31 0.51
-0.62 0.52
0.52 0.89
0.29 0.68
0.26 0.84
0.01 0.91
2.20 0.96
0.28 0.80
0.97 10,673
1.02 7,421
1.03 1,647
0.91 958
0.96 984
0.90 1,337
0.57 2,201
1 . 6 0  1 1 3
0.31 57
0.30 4
0 . 1 0  6
0.20 1 10
0.96 3,253
0.15 1 ,008
1.00 10,229
0.00 4
0.86 1,348
0.42 37
0.38 48
0.68 57
o.21 31
0.00 -84
0.48 25
0.22 27
0.71 84
0.04 2
0.90 140
0.97 357
0.00 9
0.00 0
0.00 45
1.03 52
0.29 103
0.25 963
0.27 10
0.89 1,259
0.45 264
1.00  1 .06
1 .07  1 .01
1.50 0.87
1.37  1 .67
0.45 1.21
1.22 0.81
2.57 0.35
0.85 0.81
0.55 0.17
0.15 12.50
0.06 23.84
0.19 9.98
0.87 1.20
1.41 0.08
1 .16  0 .95
-0.03 46.75
1.54  1 .35
0.22 4.23
0.21 5.47
0.31 2.66
0.08 10.68
-o.72 -0.63
0.10 3.84
0.11 10.32
1 .06  4 .16
0.02 56.14
0.51 1.40
o.57  1 .17
0.19  -0 .19
0.00 .
0.37 -0.63
0.37  1  .18
1 .45 0.1 1
3.35 0.1 1
0 .1  1  0 .14
1.60 1.34
0.91 0.22
0.97
1.00
0.93
0.75
0.91
0.89
0.52
0.89
0.29
0 . 1 5
0.08
0 . 1 8
0.91
0 . 1 5
0.97
0.00
0.85
0.38
0.31
0.55
0 .17
0.00
0.41
0 . 1 8
0.39
0.04
0.83
0.92
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.92
0.20
0.21
0.24
0.85
0.36
196,268
127,450
20,224
12,863
40,636
2AJs1
15,721
2,459
1 , 9 1 0
493
2,072
10,879
68,818
13,122
161,U7
2,652
16,129
3,095
4,',|'29
3,378
6,850
2,136
4,785
4,318
1,468
2,478
5,021
1 1 ,561
851
1 1 0
2,276
2,558
1,309
5,287
1,582
14,457
5,352
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Globalization through Trade and FDI
Germany
Germany was one of the world's leading home countries of FDI in the early 1990s: with
average outward FDI flows of ECU 14 billion for all sector and ECU 5 billion for the
manufacturing sector, it was a more important supplier of FDI to the world than Japan and
exceeded two thirds of US FDI outflows. Inflows, on the other hand, were rather low and
even negative in a number of industrial sub-sectors. This suggests that the trend of a
declining share of foreign-affiliated firms in Germany's industrial output, which was
apparent over the second half of the 1980s (see chart 6), continued in the early 1990s.
The FDI outflow to inflow ratio was with 4 one of the highest among the countries under
review (see trade and FDI profile table 2 A). In this sense, Germany resembled Japan not
only with respect to its structural trade surplus, but also in terms of the large net FDI
outflow.
Three of the five industrial subsectors - namely chemicals, transport equipment and metal
and mechanical products - realised significant surpluses in both trade and FDl. Similar to
the situation throughout Europe, the industrial sectors textiles and wood, and machinery,
computers and information technology registered a trade deficit. Unlike the rest of Europe,
however, Germany remained a net FDI exporters in these two sectors. The intensive
structural adjustment in Germany's textile sector is visible from the high intra-industry FDI-
O ratio (see trade and FDI profile table 1 B).
Nearly all of Germany's industrial sub-sectors were characterised by revealed comparative
advantages in outward FDI as well as in exports (with the exception of machinery and lT
products) as compared to the Triad as a whole (see trade and investment profile table
1 A).
Nearly all of Germany's partner country were in the first quadrant of Germany's
globalisation chart, i.e. nearly all of them were net importers of goods and FDI from
Germany. The three major exceptions were the Netherlands, lreland and Japan, the latter
being the only country in the third quadrant. Although Germany was a small, net importer
of FDI from Japan, Germany had nevertheless a pronounced revealed comparative
advantage for outward FDI to Japan (see trade and FDI profile table 2 A).
The other area in which Germany had a very high RCA for outward FDI was Central and
Eastern Europe. In fact, German firms relied to an above-average degree on FDI in their
strategies towards Central and Eastern European countries.
ww
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Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Chart I
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of intr -EU intra-EU plus plusextn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992'1994)1992'1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual ave ges avenges of of intn-ElJ intn-ElJ ptus ptus ex n-ElJ extn-ElJ FDt FDt and and tnde tnde ftows, ftows, 1gg2'1gg4)1gg2'1gg4)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-r FDt-r //
RCA
imoorts
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarryang
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
14,097 337,407
5,576 328,069
0 3,224
-95 1 ,117
5,459 323,268
333 30,130
1 ,161 57 ,91  
1,556 70,102
212 459
133 n .a .
i l4 n.a.
-2 n.a.
319  n .a .
0  n .a .
2,931 n.a.
865 n.a.
4 .18  1 .00
1 .70 1.00
0.00 0.00
-8.48 -0.1 3
1  .69  1  .15
1  .11  0 .88
2.01  1 .89
1.04 1.60
2.53 1.80
2.22 4.23
46.15 5.49
1 .23
0.53
-0.03
1.82
0.00
0.72
2.06
1.00  1 .00
1.00  1 .00
0.37 0.00
o.27 -0.46
1  . 0 3  1 . 1 2
1.24 0.71
1 . 1 6  1 . 6 2
1.25  1 .28
0.59 3.03
3,564 308,619
-197 296,289
10 14,023
1 18,638
-208 -208 262,983262,983
71 46,870
-263 42,011
12 48,650
62 39,514
1 .15  1  .00
-0.07 1.00
0.07 -16.1 
0.01 -0.16
-0.08 1.02
0.15 4.87
-0.63 10.38
0.03 -0.55
0.16 -1 .85
-0.43 26.12
-0.05 0.61
906 86,890
927 36,697
1 .05 4.01 -181 42,153
1 .34  4 .11  0
83
720
47
52
00
-616
-518
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
lntra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
0 3,224
-95 1 ,117
5,459 323,268
333 30,130
1 , 1 6 1  5 7 , 9 1 1
906 g6,g90
927 36,697
1,556 70,102
212 459
133 n .a .
544 n.a.
-2 n.a.
319  n .a .
0  n .a .
2,931 n.a.
865 n.a.
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.35
0.00
0.03
0 . 1 3
0.00
0.00
0.77
0.86
0.00
0.28
0.00
0.00
0.00
-4.99
0.99
0.65
1  . 1 8
0.61
1 .49
1 . 3 1
27 .15
0.37
0.1  1
0.90
0.78
0.84
0.72
0.96
o.75
0.83
0.04 12
0.13  62
0.00 10
0.00 1
0.00 -208
0.45 71
0.00 -263
0.00
14,023
19,638
262,983
46,870
42,011
48,650
39,514
42,153
645
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
-1 
.04 0.00
-0.08 -94.67
1 .19 -26.29
-2.29 4.67
9.41 4.41
-0.38 73.46
-2.37 14.87
6.46 -8.58
0.78 -636.00
1.60
0.76
0.04
6.09
-4.76
-1.67
-181
0.00 0
83
720
47
52
00
-616
-518
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Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Chartz
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Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual avenges avenges 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-l  /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Italy
UTD. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
14,097 337,407
8,759 171 ,916
1,369 41 ,825
1,975 23,457
1,003 26,369
513 27 ,305
1,849 26,672
570 1,505
162 6,254
66 3,324
180 3,239
1,073 1 1 ,969
5,339 165,491
438 50,944
12,058 261 ,695
1,144 17 ,727
1,810 29,973
166 7 ,425
31 2,203
196 10,559
99 11,148
50 6 ,512
-26 3,262
52 4,276
233 2,994
156 4,996
9  9 ,190
659 23,793
80 2,506
0 126
15 2,961
279 7,257
19 2,669
422 19 ,130
75 19,903
1,766 24,496
225 9,252
4.18  1 .00
5.09  1  .18
3.27 1.31
8.42 2.02
3.80 1.47
1.88  1 .09
6.93  1  .10
37.87 2.21
2.60 2.25
2.00 1.44
5.55 1.50
8.96 1.51
3.23 0.80
0.86 1.22
4.61 1.08
6.46 3.78
6.27 1.23
2.24 0.74
1.42 0.62
1 . 7 6  1 . 1 2
0.89 0.93
0.77 1.21
-0.81 -1.42
1 .21  1 .29
8.05 0.29
3.19 0.37
0 . 1 0  0 . 1 8
2.77 0.44
3.21 0.90
0.27 0.29
0.54 0.10
3.84 0.66
0.70 0.70
2.33 2.20
0.38 0.29
7.21 0.83
2.73 3.19
1.00 3,564
1.04 1,922
0.81 708
1.32 593
0.89 -52
0.61 -124
0.90 665
4.27  1  16
1.07  -1
0.99 -5
1 .46  0
1 .31  24
0.90 1,642
0.55 142
0.92 3,388
1.43  9
2.40 927
1 .56  4
1 .44  1
2.78 21
0.89 58
0.55 67
-1 .86  12
1 .61  -1
1.22 62
0.55  -15
0 .21  18
1.08 347
1.66  0
0.32 0
0.08 0
0.41 -210
0.42 171
1.02 -246
0.09 2
1.06 854
4.38  316
1 .15  1  .00
1 .19  0 .81
1.97  1 .20
2.65 1.87
-0.1 5 -0.1 
-0.46 -0.65
3.37 1.35
3.58 2.07
-0.02 -0.02
-0.29 2.35
-0.01 -0.02
0.30 3.54
1  .11  I  . 20
0.33 0.35
1.40 0.93
0.06 0.56
4.45 4.50
0.05 1.59
0.05 0.44
0.20 1.05
0.61 5.73
1 .13 46.17
0.31 6.54
-0.02 -0.24
5.49 1.95
-0.31 4.06
0.57 1.28
1.03 1 .93
0.03 0.01
0.00 0.00
0.01 0.01
-3.12 -2.93
5.32 3.13
-1.83 -0.73
0.01 0.01
4.61 2.22
2.04 1.42
1 .00
1  . 1 4
1 .62
1 .54
1.66
1 .77
1 .22
0.52
2 . 1 0
1.46
1 .02
1  . 1 5
0.89
2.23
1  . 1 7
2.64
0.51
0.47
0.43
0.40
1 .05
2 . 1 8
0.77
0.80
0.24
0.67
0.85
0.59
0.54
0.92
1 .26
1 .59
1 .67
2 . 1 6
3.39
0.79
0.73
308,619
161 ,236
36,023
22,390
34,354
26,646
19,722
3,239
6,348
1,697
2,718
8,1 00
147,383
42,609
242,299
15,952
20,822
7,090
2,563
'10,434
9,441
5,933
3,708
3,565
1  ,130
4,779
3,1 46
33,758
1,2',18
179
4,743
6,711
3,221
13,415
14,340
18 ,516
15,497
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Trade and FDI Profile: Germany - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN .6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Norway
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
14,097 337,407
8,759 171 ,916
1,369 41,925
1,975 23,457
1,003 26,369
513 27 ,305
1,849 26,672
570 1,505
162 6,254
66 3,324
180 3,239
1,073 1 1 ,969
5,339 165,491
438 50,944
12,058 261 ,695
1,144 17 ,727
1 ,810 28,873
166 7 ,425
31 2,203
186 10,559
99  11  , 148
50 6,512
-26 3,262
52 4,276
233 2,994
156 4,896
I  9 ,180
659 23,793
80 2,506
0 126
15 2,861
279 7,257
19 2,669
422 18 ,130
75 19,903
1,766 24,496
225 8,252
3,564 308,619
1 ,922 161 ,236
708 36,023
593 22,390
-52 34,354
-124 26,&16
665 19,722
1 16 3,239
-1 6,348
-5 1,697
0 2 ,718
24 8,100
1,U2 147,383
142 42,609
3,388 242,299
9 15,952
927 20,822
4 7,090
1 2,563
21 10,434
58 9,441
67 5,933
12 3,708
-1 3,565
62  1 ,130
-15 4,778
18  3 ,146
u7 33,758
0 1 ,218
0 179
0 4,743
-210 6,711
171 3,221
-246 13,415
2 14,U0
854 18,516
316 15,497
1.00 3.96
1.03 4.56
1.70  1 .93
2.29 3.33
-0 .13  -19 .16
-0.40 -4.15
2.92 2.78
3.10  4 .91
-0.02 -121.75
-0.26 -13.27
-0.01 -539.00
0.26 44.69
0.96 3.25
0.29 3.09
1.21 3.56
0.05 122.61
3.85 1.95
0.04 45.36
0.05 23.50
0.18 8.72
0.53 1.71
0.98 0.75
0.27 -2.26
-0.02 -77.50
4.75 3.76
-0.27 -10.40
0.50 0.50
0.89 1.90
0.02 241 .00
0.00
0.01 46.00
-2.70 -1 
.33
4.61 0.1 1
-1.59 -1 
.72
0.01 45.00
4.00 2.07
1.76 0.71
1 .00
1 . 2 2
0.78
2.02
0.91
0.45
1 .66
9.06
0.62
0.48
1 . 3 3
2 . 1 5
0.77
0.21
1  . 1 0
1 . 5 5
1 .50
0.54
0.34
0.42
0.21
0 . 1 8
-0 .19
0.29
1 . 9 3
0.76
0.02
0.66
0.77
0.06
0 . 1 3
0.92
0 . 1 7
0.56
0.09
1 .73
0.65
0.96
0.97
0.93
0.98
0.87
0.99
0.85
0.63
0.99
0.68
0.91
0.81
0.94
0.91
0.96
0.95
0.84
0.98
0.92
0.99
0.92
0.95
0.94
0.91
0.56
0.99
0.51
0.83
0.65
0.83
0.75
0.96
0.91
0.85
0.84
0.86
0.69
0.40
0.36
0.68
0.46
0.00
0.00
0.53
0.34
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.04
0.47
0.49
0.44
0.02
0.68
0.04
0.08
0.21
0.74
0.85
0.00
0.00
0.42
0.00
0.67
0.69
0.01
0.00
0.04
0.00
0.20
0.00
0.04
0.65
0.83
0.42
0.37
0.74
o.47
0.00
0.00
0.62
0.53
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.05
0.50
0.54
0.46
o.o2
0.81
0.04
0.09
0.21
0.80
0.90
0.00
0.00
0.75
0.00
1 .31
0.83
0.01
0.00
0.06
0.00
0.22
0.00
0.05
0.76
1.20
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Greece
In the early 1990s, Greece ran significant trade and FDI deficits with the rest of the world.
In fact, Greek firms reduced their overseas investment in nearly all sectors. The negative
values of Greek FDI outflows render some of the indicators based on trade and FDI
counter-intuitive. Moreover, FDI data on Greece is extremely patchy and not always
consistent.
At the same time, Grcece benefited from substantial inflows of FDI averaging nearly half a
billion ECUs per year. These were, however, clearly below the average for the EU and not
comparable with the levels of FDI inflows into Portugal and lreland which appeared to
have based their development strategies to a larger extent on FDI inflows than Greece.
Two-thirds of FDI inflows into Greece went into services. Greece was one of the very few
countries in the Gommunity to have a revealed comparative advantage in agriculture and
in textiles. Agriculture was in fact the only sector in the first quadrant of Greece's
globalisation chart.
mm
5.
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Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Chart 1
Globalization strategies by sectors in terms
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Globalization through Trade and FDI ww
Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averagos averagos of of intr -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Table 1 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual awlagps awlagps of of intn-EU intn-EU plus plus extra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI aN aN tnde tnde flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI.O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
%%
RCA
FDt-r FDt-r //
RCA
imports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
16,277 2.57 1.00
16,213 0.82 1.00
536 -0.12 -2.35
982 1.63 3.98
14,683 0.81 0.84
2,186 0.20 0.51
2,659 0.54 0.72
-43
- 1 9
11
-3
-17
-3
-7
-1
-1
00
1.00
1.00
-10 .16
1.O4
1.0s
2.59
3.34
0.69
0.57
0.00
5.07
1 . 8 1
0.57
0.00
-2.80
-5.04
2.32
10.97
6,360 -0.68
6,240 -0.30
940 0.14
133 -2.00
5,166 -0.33
1,923 -0.17
670 -1 .04
768 -0.17
163 -0.61
76 0.00
0 -196.66
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
1 .00  1 .00
1 .00  1 .00
5.66 -1.79
1.72 0.60
0.86 1.22
4.15  0 .62
0.71 4.73
0 .58  1  . 19
0 . 1 4  4 . 1 0
0.06 0.00
0.05 97.81
418
134
-1
1 6
1 1 9
44
1 4
33
33
-1
-1
-2
00
22
11
-32-32
-16-16
-2
-1
55
22
- 1 0
60
-1
65
88
2,719
1 , 1 5 0
0 .10  0 .17
0.29 0.27
2,723 -0.09 -0.42
12 -5.74 -5.50
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
940 -0.47
133 6.57
5,166 1 .08
1,923 0.57
670 3.43
768 0.57
163 2 .01
76 0.00
0 645.85
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
11
-3
-17
-3
-7
-1
-1
-2
00
22
11
-32-32
-16
0.73
0.24
0.52
0.94
0.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
-1 536
16 982
1 1 9 14,683
4 2,186
14 2,659
3 2 ,719
3  1  , 1 5 0
-2 2,723
- 1  1 2
5 n .a .
22 n.a.
-10  n .a .
60 n.a.
-1 n.a.
65 n.a.
8  n .a .
-0.1 5 -2.00
1.98 -0.17
0.98 -0.14
0.24 -0.77
0.65 -0.49
0.12 -0.50
0.35 -0.30
-0.10 0.00
-6.96 1.00
-0.14
-0.09
0.00
0.03
'-0.67
-0.49
-2.04
-1
-1
00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.44
0.25
0.05
0.06
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Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Chartz
obalization strategies by partners countries in
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Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as as nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg.
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Norway
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
418
304
80
-10
30
66
43
86
00
43
-30
44
-79
-12-12
22
11
-9
00
2.64 1.40
0.00 0.00
33
114
41
370
20
00
22
-14
00
-22-22
1 2
00
7,595
4,428
475
145
196
1,726
1 ,147
472
1 9
57
29
1 6 1
3,1 67
368
5,321
6 1 3
361
43
108
64
860
134
188
83
80
41
376
167
37
11
30
83
41
104
109
309
67
-0.57 1.00
-0.67 1.31
0.84 -1 .25
-54.57 26.54
-6.11 5.78
0.12 -0.53
0.09 -0.70
-1 
.91 1.76
0.00 0.00
1.24 -0.92
-0.43 0.67
0.00 0.00
-0.41 0.64
3.41 -2.74
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
-9.98 105.83
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.59 -1 .24
0.00 0.00
1 . 0 0
1 .30
0.82
0.42
0.55
2 . 1 8
3.31
0.96
0.29
0.86
0.41
0.69
0.75
0.72
1 .06
4.06
0.28
0 . 1 2
0.94
0 .1  1
3.61
1 .99
1 .96
0.70
0.29
0.25
1 .54
0 . 1 8
0.35
0.24
0.59
0.81
1  . 1 5
0.55
0.83
0.44
0.26
1.00
1 .01
-1 
.53
62.98
10.51
-0.25
-0.21
1.83
0.00
0.00
0.00
-1.34
0.89
0.00
0.60
0.00
-9.63
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
53.1 5
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
-2.81
0.00
18,971
11,523
1,469
658
1,299
3,302
2,756
1,097
136
257
64
496
7,447
991
14,568
727
746
181
165
534
1,075
341
696
164
83
177
963
1 ,974
41
1 2
56
233233
1 1 5
342342
232232
681
1 , 2 1 7
2.21  1 .00
2.64 0.94
5.45 1.74
-1 
.52 -0.56
2.33 0.87
2.00 0.73
1  . 5 6  1 . 1 4
7.84 1.64
0.00 0.00
0.61 3.79
1.54 0.87
4.14  2 .28
2.54 0.88
0.00 0.00
0.49 10.48
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.57 1.26
0.00 0.00
11.39  2 .37
-1.32
0.00
-1-1
00
22
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
66
00
39
-0.33
0.00
-9
00
II
00
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Trade and FDI Profile: Greece - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDI and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg.
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN .6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonlray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
43
-30
44
-79
-12-12
22
11
-9
00
22
-14
00
-22-22
1 2
00
00
7,595
4,428
475
145
196
1,726
1 , 1 4 7
472
1 9
58
29
1 6 1
3,167
368
5,321
6 1 3
361
43
108
64
860
134
188
83
80
41
376
167
37
11
30
83
41
104
109
309
67
1.00
1 . 1 8
-1 
.49
96.37
10.80
-0.20
-0 .15
3.37
0.00
-2 .19
0.76
0.00
0.72
-6.03
0.00
0.00
17.62
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.57
0.56
0.49
0.36
0.26
0.69
0.59
0.60
0.25
0.37
0.63
0.49
0.60
0.54
0.54
0.92
0.65
0.38
0.79
0.22
0.89
0.56
0.42
0.67
0.98
0.38
0.56
0 . 1 6
0.95
0.1  1
0.69
0.52
0.53
0.46
0.64
0.62
0.1  0
0.00
0.00
0 . 1 9
0.00
0.00
0.09
0.08
0.00
0.00
0.00
1 .63
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1 . 1 8
0.00
0.00
418 18,971
304 11,523
80 1,469
-10 658
30 1,289
66 3,302
43 2,756
86 1,097
0 136
257257
. 6 4
3 496
114 7,447
41 991
370 14,568
727
20 746
0  1 8 1
165
0 534
1 ,075
2 2 341341
o 696
0 164
0 8 3
0 177
0 963
0 1 ,974
0 4 1
0 1 2
0 5 6
6 6 233233
0  1 1 5
39 342
232232
-9 681
0  1 , 2 1 7
1 .00 -0.10
1 .20 -0.10
2.47 0.05
-0.69 7.90
1.06 -0.40
0.91 0.03
0.71 0.02
3.55 -0.10
0.00
0.27 0.67
0.70 -0.12
1.88 0.00
1 .15 -0.06
1.20 0.63
0.00
0.00
a.22 -8.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1 .17  0 .00
0.00
5.16 0.00
0.00
0.00
-4.58
0.00
- 1 3
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
88
00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00 -0.60 -0.89
0.00
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6. lreland
lreland is one of the countries with the highest share of foreign-affiliated firms in national
manufacturing turnover exceeding 50 per cent in 1990 (see for instance chart 6). In the
early 1990s, however, inflows into lreland's manufacturing sector were small both in
absolute and relative terms: they represented 0.4 per cent of imports and only 3 per cent
of total FDI inflows.
By contrast, average FDI outflows of the lrish manufacturing sector averaged at ECU 1
billion, 16 times higher than inflows. Unfortunately, there was no breakdown for the
d ifferent ind ustrial subsectors.
The geographical distribution of trade and FDI suggests, that EU firms have used lreland
as an export base: net FDI outflows of other EU countries to lreland averaged at ECU 1
billion, whereas lreland realised a large export surplus of ECU 6 billion with the rest of the
EU. The situation was rather the opposite for third countries: lreland invested twice as
much in non-European countries as it received as inflows, and its trade was fairly
balanced.
The importance of lrish FDI outside the EU was primari$ influenced by lrish investment in
the US, which exceeded, in the three years under review, lrish investment flows to the EU.
Surprisingly, lrish firms were extremely active as investors throughout the Western
Hemisphere: the lrish outward-FDl to export ratio was above 20 per cent for NAFTA,
CentralAmerica nd South America.
mm
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Trade and FDI Profile: lreland - Chart I
Globalization strategies by sectors in terms
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Trade and FDI Profile: lreland - Table I A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade f,ows, f,ows, 1 1 992-1 992-1 9 4)994)
Trade and FDI Profile: lreland - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual aw ges awnges of of intra-EU intra-EU plus plus extn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
BxPorts
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA FDI-I
/ RCA
imports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
1,609 25,066 6.42 1.00
958 22,248 4.31 1.00
0 4u 0.00 0.00
0 147 0.00 0.00
959 21 ,637 4.43 1 .19
0 1,210 0.00 0.00
0 5,739 0.00 0.00
0 1,658 0.00 0.00
0 5,893 0.00 0.00
0 301 0.00 0.00
0 0 -2380.95 -0.05
-2 n.a. -0.09
83 n.a. 0.47
1 n.a. 0.08
2 n.a, 0.06
1 n .a .  0 .15
1,OO2 n.a. 1.43
4 n.a. 0.05
1.00  1 .00
1 .00 1.00
0.78 0.00
0.53 0.00
1  .01  1  . 16
0.73 0.00
1.70 0.00
0.35 0.00
1.40 0.00
0.07 0.00
0.00 -83.71
2,138 18,669
170 17,353
2 2 462462
-94 -94 497497
60 16,394
0 2,357
0 3,569
0 2,437
0  4 , 1 1 1
0 1,247
202 202 00
20 n.a.
61  n .a .
-13  n .a .
27 n.a.
7  n .a .
1 ,358 n .a .
196 n .a .
11.45
0.98
0.36
-18.91
0.37
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
154591.84
1.00
1.00
5.74
-39.00
0.32
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
124895.59
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
lntra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
464 0.00
147 0.00
21,637 1.03
1,210 0.00
5,739 0.00
1,658 0.00
5,893 0.00
301 0.00
0 -552.75
n.a.
n.a.
n.a.
n.a.
n.a.
n.a.
n.a.
0.00
0.00
0.84
0.00
0 .12
0.26
0.85
0.04
0.00
462462
497497
16,394
2,357
3,569
2,437
4 , 1 1 1
1,247
202 202 00
20 n.a.
61  n .a .
-13  n .a .
27  n .a .
7  n .a .
1 ,358 n .a .
196 n .a .
0.37 0.00
-19.34 0.00
0.37 15.98
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1581 6.23 0.00
-0.08
1.37
-0.08
0.06
0 . 1 5
0.74
0.02
00
00
959
00
00
00
00
00
-2
83
11
22
11
1,002
44
1 .00
0.46
0.86
0.68
0.77
0.00 0.00 2
0.00 0.00 -94
0.12  0 .14  60
00
00
00
00
0.81
0.82
0.39
0 .19
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o.a
o.3
o.2
o.1
o.o
-o.t
-o.2
-o.3
-o.a
-o.5
-o.3
-o.7
ASEAN 6
oo
Qr,*QELc.-urxBG
NlCs 4 countries '
9t*t9t*t
).leeeru O=rro 7 co'ntriE " r
r l
\4ENMARK
GERMANY /-//
II
\\
q*HERr^NDs
o t
Average net exports 19S12 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
and FDI dsla from
77
Globalization through Trade and FDI ww
Trade and FDI Profile: lreland - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-l  /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg.
Netherlands
Germany-
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland -
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
6.28 1.00
3.51 0.74
11 .17  2 .19
7.62 0.73
4.40 0.86
6.90 1.67
1.35 0.24
2.87 1.09
73.78 23.11
14.60 1.07
12.42 1.29
2.08 0.73
6.21 1.09
29.67 4.32
14.45 1.49
0.09 0.02
3.24 0.85
1.66 1.42
-5.33 -2.70
33.00 0.65
23.25 0.58
-1 
.36 -0.85
3.07 0.30
15.64 2.59
0.65 0.06
4.46 1.98
35.01 3.05
-3.49 -3.51
1.00  2 ,138
0.48 1,646
1.83 123
0.79 -18
0.68 669
'1 
.32 364
0.29 64
a.25 -365
20.31 398
1.42 -28
2.30 492
0.88 157
0.83 1,934
0.00
7.55 95
6.70  13
0.00
0 .10  38
0.00
1.56  21
2.53 1
4.73 12
3.34 73
2.65 -1
-1 .90  51
0.80 160
5.41 81
0.00
0.00
0.05 -386
1 . 7 9  1 1
0.00
0.00
3.42 98
-3.73 115
1 9 , 1 3 3  1 1  . 1 7  1  . 0 0
12,077 13.63 0.96
724 16.98 1 .07
334 -5.39 -0.39
763 87.65 6.50
1,410 25.82 1.86'
377 16.99 2.44
8,105 4 .50  -0 .19
153 260.07 23.07
1 2
51
148 -18.86 -23.29
7,056 6.97 0.78
880 17.84 1.94
16,570 11 .67 0.80
140
2,87A 3.30 0.34
466 2.72 8.63
168
602 6.36 3.39
1 1 0
29 72.32 305.65
41 2.46 5.29
182 6.78 8.82
20 362.14 13.31
75 -1 .77 2.37
47 108.05 25.05
1 ,395  11 .50  2 .23
22 361.90 20.03
33
289289
250 -15;4.17 -14.94
95 11.62 0.71
170
73
2,766 3.53 0.18
809 14.18 1.02
1,609
621621
262262
81
67
234234
1 3
209209
190
738
-28-28
25,633
17,676
2,346
1,062
1,524
3,390
965
7,291
258258
132
112
s96
7,957
1,444
22,239
235
2,452
265265
201
355
329329
124
1 8 1
231
180
122
369
1  , 1 5 1
168
88
233
465
1 U
450
154
2,107
81 1
1 .00
1.54
1 .20
0.92
1 .27
1 .27
0.82
4.44
1  . 1 4
0.77
0.47
0.76
0.56
0.83
1 . 3 1
0.46
0.57
0.22
0.52
0 . 1 8
0.41
0.55
0.56
0.57
0.20
0.22
0.45
0.37
0.48
0.80
1 .35
1.34
1 . 1 1
0.70
0.34
0.89
0.94
87
988
30
1,382
728
38
00
44
33
-12
59
28
-5
35
26
33
66
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Trade and FDI Profile: lreland - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg.
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN .6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonrvay
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
1,609
621621
262262
81
67
234234
1 3
209209
190
87
988
30
1,382
25,633
17,676
2,346
1,062
1,524
3,390
965
7,291
258258
132
112
596
7,957
1,444
22,239
235
2,452
265
201
355
329329
124
1 8 1
231
180
122
369
1 , 1 5 1
168
II
233233
465
134
450
154
2,107
8 1 1
0.86
0.55
0.64
0.00
0 i18
0.78
0.34
0.00
0.65
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.66
0.32
0.83
0.00
0.23
0.50
0.00
0.02
0.00
0.32
0.50
0.00
0.90
0.00
0.00
0.36
0.49
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.71
0.00
0.00
0.23
0.00
1.00
0.67
1.35
0.00
0.27
1.33
0.60
0.00
0.87
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.71
0.42
0.98
0.00
0.25
0.68
0.00
0.02
0.00
0.84
1.36
0.00
4.48
0.00
0.00
0.40
2 . 1 0
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.85
0.00
0.00
0.27
0.00
1.00 0.85
0.56 0.81
1.78 4.47
1.21 0.48
0.70 0.67
1 .10 0.59
0.21 0.56
0.46 0.95
11.75 0.75
0 . 1 7
0.62
2.33 0.40
1.98 0.94
0.33 0.76
0.99 0.85
0.75
4.73 0.92
2.30 0.73
0.91
0.01 0.74
0.50
4.52 0.38
0.26 0.37
-0.85 0.88
5.26 0.20
3.70 0.76
-0.22 0.23
0.49 0.90
2,49 0.23
0.49
0.89
0.10 0.70
0.71 0.83
0.55
0.64
5.58 0.86
-0.56 1.00
2,138 19 ,133
1,646 12,077
123 724
-18 334
669 763
364 1,410
64 377
-365 8,105
398 153
1 2
51
-28 148
492 7,056
157 880
1 ,934 16,570
140
95 2,870
13 466
168
38 602
1 1 0
21 29
1 4 1
12 182
73 20
-1 75
51 47
160 1,395
81 22
33
289289
-386 250
1 1  9 5
170
73
98 2,766
1 15 809
1.00 0.7s
1.22 0.38
1.52  2 .13
-0.48 4.50
7.U 0 .10
2.31 0.64
1.52 0.20
-0.40 -0.57
23.28 0.48
-1 
.69 -3.1 1
0.62 2.01
1.60  0 .19
1.04 0.71
0.30 7.69
0.24 3.03
0.57 0.01
6.47 0.19
o.22 3.00
0.61 -1 .00
32.41 0.82
-0.16 -21 
.25
9.67 -0.10
1.03 0.22
32.39 0.33
-13.80 -0.01
1.04 0.55
0.32 7.55
1.27 -0.25
728
38
44
33
-12-12
59
28
-5
35
26
33
66
738
-28-28
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Italy
Among the larger European trading nations, ltaly has been a relatively minor home and
host country of FDl. As far as outflows are concerned, it ranged with an FD|-to-export atio
in the industrial sector of 0.85 per cent lower than all other 12 countries under review
except for Greece, Portugal and Spain. On the inflow side, only Japan, Germany and
lreland registered lower inward-FDl to import ratios (see table 12).
Italy was the only country under review to occupy a leadership position in textiles and
wood products with a twin surplus in terms of trade and FDl. ltaly had a pronounced
comparative advantages in outward FDI and - even more so - in exports of this sector.
In the manufacturing sector, transport equipment was the leading supplier of outward FDl.
In fact, the outward-FDlto-export ratio was higher in ltaly than in any of the other major
car exporters, namely France, Germany, Japan and the United States, notwithstanding
the fact that ltaly ran a trade deficit in transport equipment. In fact, intra-industry trade in
this sector was particularly high, in contrast o intra-industry FDI (see trade and investment
profile tables 1 A and B). lt is not clear whether this situation reflects relocation efforts of
Italian transport equipment producers or whether ltaly is catching up only in terms of
outflows with competitors from other countries which have embarked on their overseas
production strategies much earlier.
Although ltaly's foreign investment remained modest, ltaly was more important as home
than as host country in relation to most partner countries (see trade and FDI profile table 2
B). There was a clear emphasis in outward investment on Southern Europe, with relative
FD|-to-trade ratios significantly above 1 for France, Portugal and Spain; and a revealed
comparative advantage for outward FDI to Greece.
The EU accounted for a more important part in FDI - both for inflows and outflows - than in
trade as compared to third countries. This confirms again that the delivery of goods within
the EU relies to a larger extent of FDI than it is the case for third countries.
ww
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Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Chart I
Globalization Globalization strategies strategies by by s ctors sectors In In terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net ereorts ereorts and and ouh^ard ouh^ard FDI FDI(size (size of of cirdes)cirdes)
ITALYITALY
Average net FDI flows 1992 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
o.a
- lo o ro zt l
Average net exports 1!Nl2 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
: Trde and FDI dala from EUROSTAT
c=__-.c=__-.
Manufacturing
nrt equip.
, l T
oAgricuhure
( l  / - - \
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Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of intr -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI aN aNtnde tnde flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual avengps avengps of of intra-EU intra-EU plus plus extn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imoorts
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
4,950 146,991
1,163 145,416
3 2,819
45 349
1,205 142,249
143 29,879
-147 17,920
250 41 ,309
37 11,647
343 14,747
0 0
-24 n.a.
-21 n.a.
-59 n.a.
152 n.a.
18  n .a .
3,094 n.a.
1,730 n.a.
1.00 1.00 2,509
1.00  1 .00  1 ,094
0.73 0.46 9
0 .19  -1  .48  190
1.02 1.20 896
2.77 0.66 66
0.81 -1.41 104
1.34 1.57 121
0.42 0.81 -10
0.50 8.93 46
0.00 0.00 0
1 5
33
1 3
4A
24
1 ,051
977
3.37 1.00
0.80 1.00
0.09 0.33
-12.90 -0.29
0.85 1.22
0.48 1.82
-0.82 -1.14
0 .61  2 .11
0.32 0.34
2.33 4.47
0.00 0.00
-1.05
-0.10
-3.71
4 .16
2 . 1 8
3.63
19.79
137,536
133,640
7,416
9,615
1 16,609
15,676
24,380
24,054
14,170
16,867
00
n.a .
n .a .
n.a.
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
1.82  1 .00
0.82 1.00
0.12 2.22
1.97 4.86
0.77 0.81
0.42 1 .10
0.43 0.57
0.88
-0.07
0.27 1.36
0.00 0.00
0.50
-0.07
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
lntra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
3  2 ,819
45 349
1,205 142,249
143 2g,g7g
-147 17,920
250 41,309
37 11,U7
343 14,747
0 0
-24 n.a.
-21 n.a.
-59 n.a.
152 n.a.
1 8  n . a .
3,094 n.a.
1,730 n.a.
0.47
0.00
0.85
0.63
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.42
0.85
0.51
0.72
0 .12
-16 .13
1.06
0.60
-1.02
0.55
0.07
0.90
0.69
0.85
2.91 0.93
0.00 0.21
0.85
0.00
0.95
0.92
0.00
0.89 121
0.00 -10
0.26 46
00
1 5
33
1 3
40
24
1,051
977
7,416
9 ,615
116,609
15,676
24,390
24,054
14,170
16,967
00
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n.a.
n .a .
n .a .
0.14  0 .31
2.41 -0.24
0.94 1.35
0.52 2.16
0.52 -1.41
0.61 2.07
-0.08 -3.83
0.34 7.40
0.00
-1 
.58
-7.00
4.54
3.76
0.74
2.94
1.77
99
190
896
66
104
0.65
0.00
0.24
0.76 0.74
0.40 0.90
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Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Cha rt 2
lobalization lobalization strategies strategies by by partners partners countries countries in in terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net €teorts €teorts and and outward outward FDI FDI({ize ({ize of of cirdes)cirdes)
ITALYITALY
Average net FDI flors 1992 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
o.a
- r o r 2
Average net exports 1tXl2 - 19S)4 (billions of ECU)
rce: Trade and FDI data from EUROSTAT
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Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual avengcs 1992'1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-r FDt-r //
RCA
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 Countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
4,950 146,991
3,538 80,492
946 19,958
616 4,i l1
843 4,309
31 28,781
476 9,537
28 478
1 7  1  , 1 5 0
31 2,632
1  1 3  2 , 1 1 0
426 6,995
1,412 66,499
220 11,892
4,237 109,165
167 6,059
499 12,946
14 2,600
1 1  1 , 7 1 2
62 5,246
106 9 ,419
3 1 ,752
20 3,940
9 1,875
-61 1,757
15  3 ,171
7 6,447
112 9,927
-14 1,077
0 2 9
5 609
18 1 ,331
-3 568
211 5,716
-12 3,639
517 11,023
25 2,930
3.37 1.00
4.40 1.36
4.74 2.57
13.57 1.80
19.57 3.53
0.1 1 0.07
4.99 0.81
5.93 0.31
1.45 0.66
1  . 1 8  1 . 9 2
5.34 2.67
6.09  1 .71
2.12  0 .60
1.85  1 .74
3.88 1.08
2.75  1 .57
3.86 0.96
0.54 0.18
0.66 0.64
1 .18  1  .07
1 . 1 2  2 . 8 3
0 .17  0 .21
0.51 3.08
0.46 0.62
-3.49 -0.22
0.46  0 .10
0.10  0 .37
1 . 1 4  0 . 3 1
-1.27 -0.44
0.00 0.00
0.88  0 .10
1 .38  0 .12
-0.47 -0.29
3.70  3 .13
-0.33 -0.13
4.69 0.69
0.84 0.99
1.00 2,509
1.1' , |  1,697
1.45, 435
2.63 515
5.65 278
0.04 183
0.80 248
0.83 9
0.74 6
0.72 0
1 .74  3
1 . 1 0  2 1
0.73 812
1.46 178
0.96 2,3U
0.76 -1
1.83 289
0.47 -1
0.83 5
2 .31  -15
1.39 -8
0.1 5 -3
1.45 -1
0.76 2
-0.66 37
0 .10  -1
0.27 4
0.s5 28
-0.82 0
0.00 0
0 .16  1
0.18 120
-0.35 7
2.01 172
-0.09 0
0.85 277
1.68  41
1.82  1 .00
2.17 0.94
2.28 0.88
7.87 3.52
3.50 1.59
0.66 0.29
3.06 0.78
0.78 0.28
0.41 0.22
0.03 -0.1 5
0.70 0.82
0.42 3.21
1.37 0.94
1.41 0.94
2.27 0.95
-0.02 -0.13
3.52 2.25
-0.06 -1 
.25
0.29 1.56
-0.66 -2.16
-0.09 -0.52
-0.08 -2.15
-0.02 -0.28
0.0s 0.39
8.87 2.00
-0.05 0.38
-0.10 -0.15
0.32 0.38
0.04 0.01
0.00 0.00
0.21 0.22
6.94 4.12
0.80 0.30
2.67 0.67
0.00 0.00
3.98 1.2',1
1.24 0.55
1.00
1.22
1.78
0.68
0.62
1 .88
1.00
0.38
0.89
2.66
1.53
1.55
0.82
1 . 1 9
1 . 1 2
2.08
0.53
0.38
0.77
0.46
2.04
1.35
2 . 1 3
0.81
0.33
1.00
1 .37
0.56
0.53
0.s0
0.62
0.67
0.82
1.56
1.42
0.81
0.59
137,536
78,283
1 9 , 1  5
6,537
7,94
27,642
8,094
1 , 1 1 6
1,395
1  , 1 0 9
475
4,865
59,253
12,686
102,882
4,848
8,1  97
2,080
1,702
2,249
8,769
3,604
6,339
3,369
417
2,868
3 ,513
8,635
844844
1 4
642642
1,729
835
6,422
3,044
6,969
3,330
84
mm
fffitfffit
Globalization through Trade and FDI
Trade and FDI Profile: ltaly - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and tnde flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Refation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
EGU m
lmports
EGU EGU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlGs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
4,950 146,991
3,538 80,492
946 19,959
616 4,541
843 4,309
31 28,781
476 9,537
28 478
1 7  1 , 1  5 0
31 2,632
1  1 3  2 , 1 1 0
426 6,995
1,4'12 66,499
220 11,892
4,237 109,165
167 6,059
499 12,946
14 2,600
1 1  1 , 7 1 2
62 5,246
106 9 ,419
3 1 ,752
20 3,940
I  1 ,875
-61 1,757
15  3 ,171
7 6,447
112 9,827
-14 1,077
0 2 9
5 609
18 1  ,331
-3 568
211 5 ,716
-12 3,639
517 1 1,023
25 2,930
2,509 137,536
1,697 78,283
435 19,1 5
515 6,537
278 7,94
183 27,642
249 8,094
I  1 , 1 1 6
6 1,385
0  1 ,109
3 475
21 4,865
812 59,253
178 12,686
2,334 102,882
-1 4,848
289 9,197
-1 2,080
5 1,702
-15 2,209
-8 8,769
-3 3,604
-1 6,339
2 3,369
37 417
-1 2,868
4 3,513
28 9,635
0 u 4
0 1 4
1 1 642642
120 1,729
7 835
172 6,422
0 3,044
277 6,969
41 3,330
1.00  1 .97
1 .19 2.08
1.25  2 .18
4.32 1.2A
1.92 3.03
0.36 4.17
1.68  1 .92
0.43 3.27
0.22 2.94
0.02 93.00
0.38 33.80
0.23 20.60
0.75 1.74
0.77 1.23
1.24 1.82
-0.01 -166.67
1.93  1 .73
-0.04 -10.50
0.16 2.27
-0.36 4.23
-0.05 -13.78
-0.05 -1 
.00
-0.01 -15.00
0.03 5.2A
4.86 -1.66
-0.03 -1 1.00
-0.06 -1.82
0.18 4.06
0.02 41.00
0.00
0.11 4.00
3.81 0.15
0.44 -0.40
1.47 1.23
0.00
2.18  1 .86
0.69 0.60
1.00
1 .31
1 .41
4.03
5.81
0.03
1.48
1.76
0.43
0.35
1.59
1 .81
0.63
0.55
1 . 1 5
0.82
1  . 1 5
0.16
0.20
0.35
0.33
0.05
0 .15
0 .14
-1.04
0 .14
0.03
0.34
-0.38
0.00
0.26
0.41
-0.14
I  . 1 0
-0.10
1.39
0.25
0.97
0.99
0.98
0.82
0.70
0.98
0.92
0.60
0.91
0.59
0.37
0.82
0.94
0.97
0.97
0.89
0.78
0.89
1.00
0.59
0.96
0.65
0.77
0.72
0.38
0.9s
0.71
0.94
0.88
0.64
0.97
0.87
0.81
0.94
0.91
0.77
0.94
0.67
0.65
0.63
0.91
0.50
0.29
0.68
0.47
0.51
0.02
0.06
0.09
0.73
0.90
0.71
0.00
0.73
0.00
0.61
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.32
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.40
0.00
0.40
0.27
0.00
0.90
0.00
0.70
0.75
0.70
0.66
0.04
1 . 1 1
0.71
0.30
0.75
0.78
0.56
0.04
0 .16
0.1  1
0.77
0.93
0.73
0.00
0.94
0.00
0.61
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.45
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.42
0.00
0.41
0.30
0.00
0.95
0.00
0.90
0.80
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Netherlands
Over the three years under review, the Netherlands have been among the world's most
important suppliers of FDl. This holds true in relative terms: the Dutch outward-FDl-to-
export ratio in the manufacturing sector was with 5 per cent higher than that of any of the
other countries under review. But also in absolute terms, this small country supplied an
annual average of ECU 5 billion industrial FDl, i.e. more than France, the UK or Japan,
and only slightly less than Germany. lt would be interesting to analyse to what extent this
has been true not only in the early 1990s and whether it is related to the fact that the
Netherlands are the home country of three of the world largest multinationals.
The chemical and petrochemical sector made a major contribution to Holland's rapid
globalisation through FDl. lt invested an annual average of ECU 2 billion abroad, was in
the top right area of first quadrant of the globalisation chart, and had a very high revealed
comparative advantage both in exports and outward FDl.
In three other industrial sectors, the combination of significant outflows of FDI and a trade
deficit pointed to structural adjustment and relocation.
\A/hib there was no secforwith the typical characteristics of export platforms, namely high
FDI inflows and an export surplus, Germany as partner country was in this category. FDI
inflows from Germany were high (Germany was in fact the largest single investor),
exceeded outflows to Germany, and the Netherlands realised a pronounced trade surplus
with Germany of ECU I billion, nearly twice as much as Holland's overall trade surplus.
This may well have been related to the key role of Rotterdam as the largest port for
Germany's and the EU imports and as a centre for light processing activities.
With respect o most other EU countries, the Netherlands were both net investors and net
exporters. Unlike the EU as a whole, the Netherlands combined a high trade deficit and
significant FDI outflows in relation to the United States. Over the period under review,
Dutch companies reduced their outward investment substantially in Japan. Inflows from
Japan were fairly small.
mm
8.
86
ww Globalization through Trade and FDI
Trade and FDI Profile: Netherlands - Chart I
aa
Uuraaurins
cfiemical prod.
V**port equip. Vmeal &
reclncry elc Agnculture
nech nech riroriro
Globalization Globalization strategies strategies by by s ctors sectors in in terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net eleorts eleorts and and outnrard outnrard FDI FDI (slze (slze of of cirdes)cirdes)
NETHEFLANDS
Average net FDf flors 1992-1994 (billions of ECU)
-5 -a - !  -2 -r  o |  2 3 a 5 t  7 a t  ro f
Averags nst qorrs 1992-19!t4 (billbns of ECU)
rce: Trade and FDI data from EUROSTAT
87
Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Trade and FDI Profile: Netherlands - Table I A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Netherlands - Table 1 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual avenges avenges of of intra-EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI aN aN trade trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-t FDt-t //
RCA
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and guarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
10 ,912  1  15 ,730
5,529 114,735
7 8,947
446 4,172
5,076 101 ,609
587 9,631
2,019 29,547
194 15,309
692 14,143
162 6,799
3 8
32 n.a.
1,240 n.a.
27 n.a.
232 n.a.
145 n.a.
2,767 n.a.
1 ,958 n .a .
9.43 1.00
4.82 1.00
0.08 0.18
10.69 0.60
5.00 1.08
6.10  1  .56
6.83 3.31
1.27 0.35
4.90 1.35
2.38 0.44
37.09 0.08
0.30
1 . 2 1
0.36
1.34
3.77
0.68
4.71
0.55
2.07
197 16,608
183  15 ,919
1 .51 185 10,946
1 . 1 7  4  1 7 7
32 n.a.
858 n.a.
71  n .a .
184 n.a.
81  n .a .
1 ,481 n .a .
1 ,448 n .a .
1 .00
1.00
2.93
2.92
0.92
1 . 1 3
1.70
0.63
0.65
0.29
0.07
1 .00 5,120 1 10,596
1 .00 1 ,377 109,871
0.06 -6 6,698
0.20 208 8,777
1.17  1  ,175 94 ,219
1.38 176 14,060
1.95 420 19,334
4.63 1.00
1 .25  1 .00
-0.09 -1.17
2.37 3.82
1.25  0 .86
1 . 2 5  2 . 1 3
2 . 1 7  1 . 9 1
1  . 19  1  . 36
1  . 1 5  0 . 7 1
1.69 5.44
-2.45 -1.55
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
lntra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
7 8,947
446 4,172
5,076 101 ,609
587 9,631
2,019 29,547
194 15,309
692 14,143
162 6,799
3 8
32 n.a.
1,240 n.a.
27 n.a.
232 n.a.
145 n.a.
2,767 n.a.
1 ,958 n .a .
0.00
0.64
0.38
0.46
0.34
0.99
0.42
0.93
0.00
1.00
0.82
0.56
0.88
0.72
0.70
0.85
0.02
2.22
1 .04
1 .26
1 .42
0.26
1 . 0 2
0.49
7.69
0.86
0.64
0.96
0.81
0.79
0.77
0.09
0.96
0.94
0.00 -6 6,698
0.99 208 8,777
0.39 1,175 94,219
0.57 176 14,060
0.44 420 19,334
1 .03 197 16,608
0.44  183 15 ,919
1.22  185 10 ,946
0.00 4 177
32 n.a.
858 n.a.
71  n .a .
184 n.a.
81  n .a .
1 ,481 n.a.
1 ,448 n .a .
-0 .08  -1  
.11
1 .90  2 .14
1.00 4.32
1.00 3.34
1.74  4 .81
0.95 0.98
0.92 3.79
1.35  0 .88
-1.96 -0.69
1 .00
1.44
0.39
1 .26
1 .78
1 .87
1 . 3 5
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Trade and FDI Profile: Netherlands - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade /?ows /?ows as as nnual annual avercges avercges 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI.
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-l /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middfe East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
10,912 1 15,730
6,639 85,670
879 12,096
1 ,357 15,695
960 33,067
407 6,524
1 ,738 10,733
327 704
1 19  1  ,755
2 1  1 , 1 4 9
38 953
717 3,005
4,272 30,059
248 7,046
9,185 9g,gg1
361 2,305
985 5,540
314 1,702
32 1,312
142 2,550
1  16  2 ,419
106 960
13 830
29 1,437
377 814
320 985
29 2,233
155 4 ,161
79 573
0 104
106 892
713 1,969
3 682
131 2,0U
83  1 ,414
1,599 4,795
440 1,155
9.43 1.00
7  . 75  1  . 16
7.27 1.08
8.65  1 .80
2.90  1 .01
6 .24  1 .12
16.1  9  1  .34
46.45 1.63
6.76  2 . tg
1 .80  0 .58
3.95 0.41
23.87 1.31
14.21 0.82
3.51 0.89
9.20 1.07
15.66 1 .54
17.77 0.86
18.45 1 .80
2.46 0.83
5 . 5 6  1 . 1 1
4.80  1 .41
11.07 3.33
1.61  0 .93
2.02 0.94
46.29 0.61
32.47 0.97
1.30  0 .73
3.73  0 .19
13 .73  1  . 14
0.00 0.00
11.U 0.88
38.17  2 .18
0.39  0 .13
6.30 0.88
5.84 0.42
33.35 0.97
-38.14 -8.04
1.00  1 .00
1.65 0.70
1.37 0.79
3.00 0.60
2.74 0.37
1.24 0.91
1.43 0.93
0.70 2.32
1.72  1 .24
1.47 0.39
0.88 0.46
0.85 1.55
0.47 1.75
0.90 0.99
1,31 0.82
1.00 1.54
0.29 3.01
0.32 5.70
0 .75  1 .11
0.28 3.88
0.67 2.12
0.94 3.54
0.57 1.64
0.79 1 .19
0.20 3.12
0.39 2.46
0.60 1.21
0.30 0.65
0.36 3.16
2.24 0.00
1 .15  0 .77
1 .19  1  .83
1 .24 0.10
0.72 1.22
0.70 0.59
0.45 2j7
0.30 -27.12
5,120 1 10,596
3,231 62,588
231 7,741
830 12,613
1,123 24,166
52 3,757
800 9,138
121 1,232
0 1 ,247
0 178
0 585
1 7  1 , 9 3 1
1,889 48,008
-28 8,177
4,780 86,766
-2 1,867
273 10,512
66 3,310
31 1,625
71 4,162
35 2,196
3 1,083
0 1 ,051
14 1 ,676
172 562
14  3 ,172
45 4,394
270 11,226
28 508
0 5 9
7 2 ,144
116 2 ,458
36 1,082
410 1,451
35 983
602 9,604
182 5,378
4.63 1.00
5.16 0.88
2.99 0.45
6.58 1 .16
4.65 0.81
1.38 0.48
8.76 0.88
9.80 1 .41
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.88 2.62
3.93 1.06
-0.34 -0.09
5.51 0.91
-0.09 -0.21
2.59 0.65
1.99 15.28
1.91 3.99
1.71 2.20
1.61 3.74
0.25 2.51
0.00 0.00
0.84 2.62
30.55 2.71
0.43 -1.39
1.02 0.57
2 .41  1 .13
5.51 0.74
0.00 0.00
0.31  0 .13
4.72  1  .10
3.36 0.49
28.23 2.80
3.53 0.51
6.27 0.75
3.38 0.59
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Trade and FDI Profile: Netherlands - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
GIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
10,912 1 15,730
6,639 95,670
879 12,096
1 ,357 15,695
960 33,067
407 6,524
1,738 10,733
327 704
1  1 9  1 , 7 5 5
21  1 ,149
38 953
717 3,005
4,272 30,059
248 7,046
9,185 gg,gg1
361 2,305
985 5,540
314 1,702
32 1,312
142 2,550
1  16  2 ,418
106 960
13 830
29 1,437
377 814
320 985
29 2,233
155 4 ,161
79 573
0 104
106 892
713 1,969
3 682
131 2,094
83  1 ,414
1,599 4,795
440 1 ,155
0.98 0.64
0.84 0.65
0.78 0.42
0.89 0.76
0.84 0.92
0.73 0.23
0.92 0.63
0.73 0.54
0.83 0.00
0.27 0.00
0.76 0.00
0.78 0.05
0.77 0.61
0.93 0.00
0.93 0.68
0.89 0.00
0.69 0.43
0.68 0.35
0.89 0.98
0.76 0.67
0.95 0.47
0.94 0.0s
0.88 0.00
0.92 0.65
0.82 0.63
0.47 0.08
0.67 0.78
0.54 0.73
0.94 0.53
0.72 .
0.59 0.12
0.86 A.28
0.77 0.14
a.82 0.49
0.82 0.59
0.67 0.55
0.35 0.00
5,120 1 10,596
3,231 62,588
231 7,741
830 12,613
1,123 24,166
52 3,757
800 9,138
121 1,232
0 1,247
0 178
0 585
1 7  1 , 9 3 1
1,889 48,008
-28 8,177
4,780 86,766
-2 1,867
273 10,512
66 3,310
31 1,625
71 4,162
35 2,196
3 1,083
0 1 ,051
14 1 ,676.
172 562
14  3 ,172
45 4,394
270 11,226
28 508
0 5 9
7 2,144
116 2 ,458
36 1,082
410 1,451
35 983
602 9,604
182 5,378
1 .00  2 .13
1 .12  2 .05
0.65 3.80
1.42 1.64
1.OO 0.85
0.30 7.83
1 .89  2 .17
2 .12  2 .71
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.19 42.20
0.85 2.26
-0.07 -8.85
1 . 1 9  1 . 9 2
-0.02 -216.60
0.56 3.61
0.43 4.76
0.41 1.04
0.37 1.99
0.35 3.28
0.05 39.88
0.00
0.18  2 .07
6.60 2.20
0.09 23.41
0.22 0.64
0.52 0.57
1  .19  2 .81
0.00 .
0.07 15.85
1 .02 6.15
0.73 0.07
6.10 0.32
0.76 2.38
1.35 2.65
0.73 -2.42
1 .00
0.82
0.77
0.92
0.31
0.66
1 . 7 2
4.93
0.72
0 . 1 9
0.42
2.53
1 . 5 1
0.37
0.98
1.66
1 . 8 9
1 .96
0.26
0.59
0.51
1  . 1 7
0 . 1 7
0.21
4.91
3.44
0 . 1 4
0.40
1.46
0.00
1 .26
4.05
0.04
0.67
0.62
3.54
-4.05
0.65
0.78
0.s3
0.85
1.09
0.31
0.69
0.74
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.06
0.80
0.00
0.74
0.00
0.63
0.51
1 . 1 0
0.88
0.49
0.05
0.00
0.71
0.77
o .17
1 . 1 6
1 .35
0.56
0.20
0.32
0 .18
0.59
0.72
0.82
0.00
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9. Portugal
In line with what one would expect for catching-up development, Portugal realised marked
trade and FDI deficits. Outgoing FDI represented only 0.8 per cent of exports and 22 per
cent of incoming FDl. Yet, incoming FDI remained below the EU average when compared
to imports.
There was only one industrial sector, in which Portugal had a revealed comparative
advantage, namely textiles and wood activities. The relative share of this sector in the
country's exports were six times higher than the Triad average. This was also the only
sector that generated a considerable trade surplus. Yet, Portuguese textile producers
relied nearly exclusively on direct exports rather than FDI outflows. lt would be interesting
to analyse to what extent this reflects a large extent of foreign ownership in Portugal's
textile sector and a reluctance of foreign-affiliated daughter firms to invest abroad.
As far as inflows were concerned, transport equipment was the most important host
country sector.
The UK, Spain and Germany have been Portugal's most important supplier of FDl. In the
case of Spain, there has been intensive exchange of FDl. The intra-regional FDI ratio
between Portugal and Spain was very high with 0.8 (see trade and investment profile table
2 B). In fact, more than half of Portugal's total investment went to its neighbour on the
lberian peninsula. At the same time, Portugal registered the largest bilateral trade deficit
with Spain. In the case of Germany, France and the UK, bilateral trade deficits were much
smaller, but net FDI inflows larger. These home countries appear to have used Portugal
less as a platform for exports back to their home countries.
In line with its colonial past, Portugal registered a very high revealed comparative
advantage in trade and FDI vis-d-vis the ACP countries and, more specifically, sub-
Saharan Africa (other Africa in trade and investment profile table 2 A).
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Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Chart I
Globallzation Globallzation strategies strategies by by s 6rs se6rs in in terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net exports exports and and outward outward FDI FDI(slze (slze of of clrdes)clrdes)
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Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annua! (Annua! averages averages of of int -ElJ intra-ElJ plus plusextra-Ell extra-Ell FD  FDt atnd atnd tnde tnde flows, flows, 1992'1994)1992'1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of intr -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDr-r /
RCA
imports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Fina ncial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
13,851 2.05
13,837 0.77
150 1 .33
235 0.14
13,452 0.78
6,663 0.09
1,301 0.72
1 ,078  0 .12
1,345 0.05
1,095 0.00
0 7407.41
n.a.
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n.a.
1.00 1.00 1,280
1 .00 1 .00 316
o.41 6.65 10
1.37 0.02 5
1.01 1 .14 306
6.49 0j2 47
0.62 1.28 44
0.37 0.33 I
0.51 0.13 34
0.39 0.00 75
0.00 1455.30
21 ,923 5.84 1.00
21 ,875 1 .44  1 .00
1,465 0.66 7 .12
1,480 0.36 0.50
18,925 1 .62 0.96
3,087 1.53 2.26
3,317 1 .32  1 .01
3,540 0.22 0.22
2,196 1.56 0.85
3,631 2.07 5.79
6 797.25 436.40
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n.a.
n .a .
284284
107
22
00
105
66
99
1.00
1.00
2.71
0.02
1  . 1 5
0.78
0.79
0 .12
0.07
0.00
0.90
1.29
1.08
0.23
2.09
0.90
1.32
5.65
11
11
00
11
33
21
00
77
11
03
45
46
53
23
38
1 9
1 4
551
379
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
0.34
0 . 1 2
0.51
0.21
0.35
0.30
0.04
0.00
0.03
0 . 1 0
0.97
0.02
0.55
0.09
0.32
0.21
1,465 0.39 0.21
1,480 0.22 0.06
18,925 0.96 0.34
3,087 0.91 0.12
3,317 0.79 0.21
3,540 0 .13  0 .17
2,196 0.93 0.02
3,631 1.23 0.00
6 475.63 0.01
n.a. 0.05
n.a. 0.94
n.a. 0.01
n.a. 0.38
n.a. 0.05
n.a.  0.1 9
n .a .  0 .12
22
00
105
66
99
150
235235
13,452
6,663
1,301
1,078
1,345
1,095
1 0
3  n .a .
21  n .a .
0  n .a .
7  n .a .
1  n .a .
03 n.a.
45 n.a.
1 . 7 1
0 .18
1.00
0.1  1
0.92
0 .16
0.06
0.00
9520.03
0 . 1 9
0.27
0.83
0.63
0.56
0.47
0.76
0.46
0.00
1.84
0.43
0.61
0.34
0.63
1 0
55
306
47
44
II
3434
75
0.63
0.05
0.00
9.'17 46
53
23
38
1 9
1 4
551
379
94
ww Globalization through Trade and FDI
Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Chart 2
obalization sfategies by partners cotrntrie in terms of net FDl, net exports and
PORTUGAL
outward outward FDI FDI (size (size ofof
Average net FDI ffows 1992 - 1994 (biltions of ECU)
o.o
o.(n
-o.('t
-o.&l
-o.ql
-o.oa
-o.6
-o-oa
-o.07
-o .08
-o.Gt
-o .10
-o .11
-o .12
-o .13
-o .1a
- o . l s
-o .16
- o . 1 7
-o .18
-o.19
-o.2()
-o.a
- 2
- t o
Average net exports 19St2 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
: Trade and FDI data from EUROSTAT
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Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows flows as as nnual annual averages averages 1992'1994)1992'1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-l  /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonruay
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
1.00 1,280
0.94 934
0.64 154
1 .32 18
0.19  62
-0.06 201
0.33 16
0.60 240
0.00 16
0.65 10
0.49 0
2.12 216
0.78 346
0.85 102
0.75 723
0.67 0
1 .80  51
0.00 0
3.31 2
0.00 13
7.41 12
0.00 0
0.00 4
7.50 3
11.92 31
0.45 39
0.00 7
4.94 53
0.00 0
0.00 2
0.00 2
-0 .13  0
-1 
.08 28
2.45 96
0.00 0
0.76 49
-26.34 8
284284
236236
26
20
33
-3
22
36
00
22
00
145
47
77
22s22s
11
1 7
00
1 0
00
II
00
00
1 7
1 1
13,851
10,419
2,033
484484
735
2,649
471
1,576
62
305
69
2,036
3,432
1 , 1 2 7
12,336
45
722
59
604
79
219
47
102
628628
30
103
1 3 1
221221
45
II
149
394
152
267267
158
607
108
2.05 1.00
2.27 1.59
1 .28  1 .23
4.14  1 .02
0.41 0.22
-0.10 -0.1 
0.49 0.25
2.26 1.06
0.00 0.00
0.77 1.61
0.49 0.36
7 . 1 1  1 0 . 1 3
1.38 0.35
0.65 1.02
1.82  1 .00
1 .48 0.1 1
2.31 0.56
0.00 0.00
1.60 9.57
0.00 0.00
3.65 3.74
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.76 21.52
38.41 0.71
1 .29  0 .16
0.00 0.00
-6.19 -0.66
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
-0.59 -0.27
-0.88 -2.50
2.75 1.90
0.00 0.00
2.52 0.36
-8.04 -6.09
1 .00
1 .68
1 .92
0.77
1  . 1 3
1 . 8 3
0.75
1 . 7 6
0.52
2.49
0.74
4.78
0.45
1 .20
1 .35
0 . 1 6
0.31
0.09
2.89
0.07
0.51
0.38
0.58
2.87
0.06
0.35
0.29
0 . 1 3
0.24
1.48
1 .60
2 . 1 0
2.31
0.77
0.66
0.48
0.23
21 ,923
15,872
2,802
806
1 ,194
3,225
2,013
1 ,553
1 1 8
177
23
3,960
6,051
1,302
18,640
80
885
207207
659
231
578
144
480
740
171
5 1 6
392392
1  , 1 0 1
43
24
324324
265
132
383
174
713
665
5.84 1.00
5.88 0.79
5.49 0.66
2.23 0.31
5.16 0.73
6.23 0.86
0.79 0.22
15.47 1.23
13.89 1 .59
5.45 0.93
0.00 0.00
5.46 12.91
5.72 1.22
7.81 1.62
3.88 0.51
0.00 0.00
5.76 1 .1 5
0.00 0.00
0.35 0.59
5.48 5.58
2.02 3.72
0.00 0.00
0.90 3.7',1
0.36 0.90
18.32 1.29
7.56 -19.37
1.87 0.83
4.79 1.78
0.00 0.00
8.31 15.55
0.51  0 .17
0.13 4.02
21 .23 2.47
25.07 1.97
0.00 0.00
6.91 0.66
1 .20  0 .17
11
00
-14
00
00
00
-2
-1
77
00
1 5
-9
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Trade and FDI Profile: Portugal - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
284284
236
26
20
33
-3
22
36
00
22
00
145
47
77
225225
11
1 7
00
1 0
00
II
00
00
1 7
1 1
11
00
-14
00
00
00
-2
-1
77
00
1 5
-9
13,851
10 ,419
2,033
484
735
2,649
471
1,576
62
305
69
2,036
3,432
1 , 1 2 7
12,336
45
722
59
604
79
219
47
102
628628
30
1 0 3
1 3 1
221
45
88
149
394
152
267267
158
607
108
1.00
1 . 1 1
0.62
2.02
0.20
-0.05
0.24
1  . 1 0
0.00
0.37
4.24
3.47
0.67
0.32
0.89
0.72
1  . 1 3
0.00
0.78
0.00
1 .78
0.00
0.00
1 .35
18.75
0.63
0.00
-3.02
0.00
0.00
0.00
-0.29
-0.43
1.34
0.00
1 .23
-3.93
0.77
0.79
0.84
0.75
0.76
0.90
0.38
0.99
0.69
0.74
0.50
0.68
0.72
0.93
0.80
0.72
0.90
0.44
0.96
0.51
0.s5
0.49
0.35
0.92
0.29
0.33
0.50
0.33
0.98
0.51
0.63
0.80
0.93
0.82
0.95
0.92
0.28
0.36
0.40
0.29
0.95
0.09
0.00
0.25
0.26
0.00
0.39
0.00
0.80
0.24
0 . 1 3
0.47
0.00
0.49
0.39
0.00
0.81
0.00
0.27
0.53
0.07
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0 . 1 4
0.47
0.00
0.47
0.51
0.34
1.26
0 . 1 2
0.00
0.67
0.26
0.00
0.53
0.00
1  . 1 8
0.33
0 . 1 4
0.60
0.00
0.55
0.41
0.00
1.48
0.00
0.29
1.80
0.20
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0 . 1 7
0.52
0.00
1,280 21,923
934 15,872
154 2,802
18 806
62 1 ,194
201 3,225
16 2,013
240 1,553
1 6  1 1 8
1 0  1 7 7
0 2 3
216 3,960
346 6,051
102 1,302
723 18,640
0 8 0
51 885
0 0 207207
2 659
13 231
12 578
0 144
4 480
3 740
31 171
39 516
7 7 392392
5 3  1 , 1 0 1
0 4 3
2 2 4
2 2 324324
0 265
28 132
96 383
0 174
49 713
I 665
1.00 0.22
1.01  0 .25
0.94 0.17
0 . 3 8  1 . 1 1
0.88 0.05
'1.07 
-0.01
0 .14  0 .1  5
2 .65  0 .15
2.38 0.00
0.93 0.24
0.00
0.94 0.67
0.98 0.14
1.34 0.07
0.66 0.31
0.00
0.99 0.33
0.00
0.06 4.14
0.94 0.00
0.35 0.69
0.00
0.15 0.00
0.06 6.50
3.14 0.36
1.30 0.03
0.32 0.00
0.82 -0.26
0.00
1.42 0.00
0.09 0.00
0.02 -7\oo
3.64 -0.05
4.29 0.08
0.00
1  .18  0 .31
0.21 -1.08
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10. Spain
Over the three years under review, Spain has been the most successful country in the
community in attracting FDl. Inflows represented 6 per cent of imports, thrice the level as
that of Denmark and the UK, the next two most successful host countries. More than half
of the incoming investment went into the manufacturing sector; compared to a
corresponding share oI 20 per cent for the Triad. Spain appeared to thrive on the
hollowing out through relocation of industrial production capacity of some of its partner
countries.
Inflows were fairly equally distributed among Spain's major industrial sectors.
Comparatively speaking, Spain was most successful in attracting FDI into transport
equipment and textiles; in these two sectors, the relation between Spain's revealed
comparative advantage in FDI and its revealed comparative advantage in imports was
most pronounced.
Spanish mining companies proved to be major foreign investors over the three years
under review. The FD|-to-exports ratio was close to half, and Spain had a clear
comparative advantage in mining FDI outflows vis-i-vis the Triad average.
Proximity was a more important factor in determining FDI inflows than in determining
imports: the share of the EU in Spain's incoming investment was 63 per cent, compared to
70 per cent in FDI inflows.
The opposite held true on the export and FD|-outflow side: Spain's FDI to export ratio was
six times higher for its relation with third countries as compared to Spain's relation with the
Community (see table 2 A"').This was closely related to Spain's strong position in the
Western Hemisphere: Spanish firms had a pronounced revealed comparative advantage
for investing in the US and in South America. In fact, Spanish FDI flows to South America
reached 84 per cent of Spanish FDI to the rest of the Community.
In sum, Spain enhanced its position as a manufacturing base for EU companies and, at
the same time, strengthened its network of overseas affiliates in the Western Hemisphere.
Tables Tables 2 2 A A and and 2 2 B B shovy shovy exp rts exports fiom fiom Spain Spain b b Spain Spain and and imports imports of of Spain Spain fiom fiom Spain. Spain. The The reasons reasons ara ara not not clear. clear. Th y They may may be be related related to to Spanish Spanish overseasoverseas
tenitodes.tenitodes.
mm
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Trade and FDI Profile: Spain - Chart 1
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Globallzation Globallzation strategles strategles by by s ctors sectors in in terms terms ol ol net net FDl, FDl, net net exports exports and and outrrard outrrard FDI FDI (size (size of of clrdes)clrdes)
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Trade and FDI Profile: Spain - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992'1994)1992'1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: Spain - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual avenges avenges of of int -EU intn-EU plus plus extn-EU extn-EU FDI FDI aN aN trade trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
57,705 3.83
57,495 0.68
4,240 0.27
268 45.97
52,965 0.36
6,159 0 .31
8,467 0.16
9,424 0.09
4,312 0.38
15,271 0.02
22 288.60
n.a .
n.a.
n .a .
n.a.
n.a.
n .a .
n.a.
2,210
388
1 1
123
1 9 1
1 9
1 4
1.00
1.00
4.23
2.35
0.58
0.72
0.32
0.22
0.45
0 .14
23.32
2.48
0.75
0.88
30.92
9.61
1.94
0.00
1.00  1 .00
1.00  1 .00
2.77 1.52
0.37 6.25
0.96 0.60
1.44 0.50
0.97 0.33
0.77 0.28
0.40 1 .15
1 . 3 1  0 . 1 1
0.36 U.71
72,012 9.60 1.00
71,636 5.68 1.00
4,278 0.91 2.50
6,577 3.99 1.41
60,747 6.13 0.93
7,077 5 .11  1 .92
1 1  ,655 5 .17  1 .00
1 1 ,515 2.22 0.56
7,592 2.39 0.33
12,072 3.76 2.68
34 141 .36 19.64
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
6,912
4,072
39
262262
3,723
362
602
255
1 8 1
454454
99
1 6
48
64
642642
112
62
37
978
00
63
1 9
ilil
55
376
26
552
00
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
lntra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing o
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financia I intermediation
- other financial intermediation
0.45
0.64
0 . 1 0
0 .10
0.04
0.07
0 .17
0.02
0.87
0.45
0 .16
0.08
0.28
0.83
0.72
11 4,240
123 268
191 52,965
1 9  6 , 1 5 9
14 8,467
9 9,424
16 4,312
4 15,271
2222
0.40
68.06
0.53
0.46
0.24
0 . 1 4
0.56
0.04
427.29
1.00
0.08
0.93
0.93
0.84
0.88
0.78
0.45
8 . 1 6
0 . 1 0
0 .1  1
0.05
39 4,278 0.16 0.29
262 6,577 0.70 0.47
3,723 60,747 1.08 0.05
362 7,077 0.90 0.05
602 11,655 0.91 0.02
0.90
0.72
0.07 255 1 1 ,515 0.39 0.03
0.23 181 7 ,592 0.42 0.09
0.02 454 12,072 0.66 0.01
34 24.87 1.31
n.a.  0.29
n.a.  0.08
n.a.  0.04
n.a.  6.07
n.a.  0.70
n.a. 0.56
n.a .
1  . 1 1  4 8
64
642642
112
62
37
978
00
63
1 9
ilil
55
376
26
552552
00
100
mm Globalization through Trade and FDI
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Trade and FDI Profile: Spain - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade fTows fTows as as nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-f to
imports %
RCA
FDt-r /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
2,210
779
1 0 1
141
78
46
96
112
22
44
22
205205
1,431
54
1,397
II
566
00
-22
1 0
35
22
34
00
93
655
99
1 0
11
00
II
-1
11
41
00
495
22
57,705
4',1,017
10,738
1,678
2,058
8 ,015
5,268
4,267
209209
336
452452
4,095
16,689
2,176
46,826
669
3,863
595
903
1,039
2,454
231
1  ,616
855
1,540
1 ,591
1,290
2,011
198
1 5
3 1 5
514
167
692
473
2,612
5 1 9
3.83 1.00
1.90 0.67
0.94 0.61
8.42 0.92
3.77 0.73
0.58 0.24
1.82  1 .30
2.63 0.43
0.80 0.04
-1 
.19 -0.35
0.37 0.23
5.01 10.90
8.57 1.36
2.47 0.95
2.96 0.80
1 .25  0 .18
14.66 2.45
0.00 0.00
-2.40 -2.75
0.99 0.40
1.41 2.O8
0.72 0.26
2.08 11.60
-0.04 -0.05
6.02 0.74
41 .44 9.83
0.68 1.08
0.50 0.06
0.34 0.05
0.00 0.00
2.54 0.33
-0.26 -0.02
0.60 0.24
5.88 1.35
0.07 0.01
18.96 1 .49
0.32  0 .15
1 .00
1 . 5 9
2.44
0.64
0.76
1 .33
2.00
1  . 1 4
0.42
0.66
1 . 1 7
7.58
0.52
0.56
1 .23
0.58
0.40
0.22
1 .03
0.23
1.36
0.45
2.22
0.94
0.74
1 .27
0.69
0.29
0.25
0.65
0.81
0.66
0.61
0.48
0.47
0.49
0.27
1 .00  6 ,912
0.42 4,778
0 .25  1  , 1  19
1.44 523
0.96 752
0 . 1 8  1 , 1 3 0
0.65 469
0.37 469
0 .10  59
-0.54 44
0.20 1
1 .44  212
2.60 2,135
1 .71 459
0.65 6,393
0.30 4
6.1 1 906
0.00 2
-2.66 I
1  . 7 1  1 9
1.53 24
0.57 8
5.22 5
-0.06 2
1.00 a$
7.74 47
1 .56  19
0.21 232
0 . 1 9  6
0.00 0
0 .41  -18
-0.03 7
0.39 31
2.81 474
0.02 6
3.04 884
0.56 210
72,,012
45,623
12,312
2,619
3,009
11,414
6,454
5,471
577
594
169
1,979
26,389
3,817
57,213
555
5,940
1 , 1 1 5
1,827
1,420
2,921
743
2,294
2,057
1,028
1,904
1,697
5,178
270
64
311
892892
582582
1,288
680
4,786
2,501
9.60 1.00
10.47 0.86
9.09 0.67
19.97 1 .70
24.98 2.16
9.90 0.83
7.27 1.22
8.58 0.41
10.23 0.71
7.36 0.76
0.59 -0.57
10.71 2.39
8.09  1 .05
12.03 1.52
1 1  . 1 7  0 . 8 9
0.66 0.76
15.25 1.86
0.15  0 .55
0.42 0.42
1.34 0.83
0.81 0.91
1.08  5 .29
0.23 0.58
0 . 1  1  0 . 1 7
6.26 0.27
2.49 -3.87
1 . 1 2  0 . 3 0
4.49  1 .01
2.22  0 .14
0.52 0.60
-5.68 -1 
.13
0.78 0.09
5.27 0.37
36.81  1 .76
0.83 0.06
18.47 1.07
8.40 0.70
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Trade and FDI Profile: Spain - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Norway
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
2,210
779
1 0 1
141
78
46
96
112
22
44
22
205
1,431
54
1,387
88
566
00
-22
1 0
35
22
34
00
93
655
II
1 0
11
00
II
-1
11
41
00
495
22
57,705
41 ,017
10,739
1,678
2,058
8 ,015
5,268
4,267
209
336
452
4,095
16,689
2,176
46,826
669
3,963
595
903
1,039
2,454
231
1  , 6 1 6
855
1,540
1 ,591
1,280
2,011
198
1 5
3 1 5
514
167
692
473
2,612
5 1 9
1.00
0.50
- 0.25
2.20
0.99
0.1  5
0.47
0.69
0.21
-0.31
0 . 1 0
1 .31
2.24
0.64
0.77
0.33
3.83
0.00
-0.63
0.26
0.37
0 . 1 9
0.54
-0.01
1.57
10.82
0 .18
0 . 1 3
0.09
0.00
0.66
-0.07
0 .16
1.54
0.02
4.95
0.08
0.89
0.95
0.93
0.78
0.81
0.83
0.90
0.88
0.53
4.72
0.54
0.65
0.77
0.73
0.90
0.91
0.79
0.70
0.66
0.85
0.91
0.47
0.83
0.59
0.80
0.91
0.86
0.56
0.84
0.38
0.99
0.73
0.45
0.70
0.82
0.71
0.34
0.48
0.28
0 . 1 7
0.43
0 .19
0.08
0.34
0.39
0.05
0.00
0.75
0.98
0.80
0.21
0.36
0.61
0.77
0.00
0.00
0.70
0.81
0.34
0.27
0.00
0.82
0 .13
0.63
0.08
0.20
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.06
0 . 1 6
0 .1  1
0.72
0.02
0.54
0.30
0 .18
0.54
0.23
0 . 1 0
0.38
0.44
0 .10
0.00
1.38
1 . 5 1
1.04
0.29
0.40
0.67
0.98
0.00
0.00
0.83
0.89
0.73
0.33
0.00
1.02
0 .15
0.73
0 . 1 5
0.24
0.00
0.00
0.00
0 .14
0.23
0 .14
1.02
0.05
6,912 72,012
4,778 45,623
1,1 19 12,312
523 2,619
752 3,009
1  ,130  11  , 414
469 6,454
469 5,471
59 577
44 594
1 169
212 1 ,979
2,135 26,389
459 3,817
6,393 57,213
4 555
906 5,940
2  1 , 1  1 5
8 1,827
19 1 ,424
24 2,921
I 743
5 2,294
2 2,057
64 1,028
47 1,904
19 1 ,697
232 5,178
6 270
0 6 4
-18  31  1
7 7 892892
31 582
474 1,288
6 680
884 4,786
210 2,501
1.00 0.32
1 .09 0.16
0.95 0.09
2.08 0.27
2.60 0.10
1.03 0.04
0.76 0.20
0.89 0.24
1.07 0.03
0.77 -0.09
0.06 1.67
1 .12  0 .97
0.84 0.67
1 .25  0 .12
1 .16  0 .22
0.07 2.27
1.59 0.63
0.02 0.00
0.04 -2.83
0.14 0.54
0.08 1.46
0.11  0 .21
0.02 6.31
0.01 -0.14
0.65 1.44
0.26 13.85
0.12 0.46
0.47 0.04
0.23  0 .11
0.05 0.00
-0.59 -0.4s
0.08 -0.19
0.55 0.03
3.83 0.09
0.09 0.06
1.92 0.56
0.87 0.01
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11. United Kingdom
The UK has traditionally been Europe's most important home country of FDI; in 1995 its
stocks of FDI were higher than those of any other European country, higher than those of
Japan and second only to those of the United States (UNCTAD 1996a:245).
The leadership in terms of FDI stocks abroad did not apply to UK's FDI and trade flows in
the first half of the 1990s. The UK's outward-FDl-to-export ratio was only marginally above
the European average. On the recipient side, inward FDI represented 2 per cent of
imports, which was clearly higher than the corresponding values in Germany, France and
Italy, but only 0.2 percentage points above the European average.
The services sector played an important part in the UK's outflows, but less so on the
inflow side. FDI inflows into the manufacturing sector accounted for 43 per cent of total
inflows over the years under review. As is very obvious from the globalisation chart on the
UK by sectors, the UK's manufacturing sector has attracted a large amount of - non-
European - investment without overcoming its import dependence. In fact, the sector-
specific circles in the globalisation chart lie on the diagonal through the first and third
quadrant. Put differently, the net trade and FDI positions correlated strongly. Significantly,
British firms in the two sectors with the highest net inflow of FDl, i.e. transport equipment
and machinery, computers and lT - actually reduced their own overseas investment and
registered as well large trade deficits.
Structural adjustment was particularly obvious in the textile and wood sector. This sector
accounted for the largest share - about one third - of any subsector in both outward and
inward industrial FDl. The UK had in fact a pronounced revealed comparative advantage
in outward FDI and, to a lesser extent, exports, when compared with to the Triad as a
whole.
The UK is unique among EU members with respect o the high share of third countries in
inward investment. While intra-EU FDI accounted for three fifth of inward investment for
the Community in the three years under review, the corresponding share for the UK was
only 13 per cent. The bulk of these investments, i.e. ECU 4.3 billion out of ECU 6.5 billion
came from the United States, which realised an incoming FD|-to-import atio of 19 per
cent. Japanese investments in the UK's manufacturing sector, which have been highly
publicised, are not visible from the FDI inflows 1992 to 1994. However, the UK attracted
substantial amounts of FDI from numerous developing countries. Combined annual
inflows from the Near and Middle East, other Asian countries and Central America
averaged at ECU 1.3 billion, which was 35 per cent higher than inflows from other EU
members (see trade and FDI profile 2 A). Most of Europe's leading trading nations were in
the second quadrant of the UK's globalisation chart. The UK was a net investor in, but ran
a trade deficit with, Germany, France, ltaly and the Netherlands.
In sum, the UK has established very differentiated patterns of trade and FDI links with the
different regions of the world.
mm
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Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Chart 1
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Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual avenps avenps of of i tra-EU intra-EU plus plusextra-Eu extra-Eu FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI aN aN trade trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
%%
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imports
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repaars
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Fina ncial intermediation
- other financial intermediation
7,659 156,599
2,731 150,230
M 2 ,014
-70 9,641
2,757 139,574
893 12,252
489 30,947
400 27,404
-59 24,016
-157 22,675
3 0 0
211 n.a.
-585 n.a.
466 n.a.
-801 n.a.
457 n.a.
2,492 n.a.
1 ,716  n .a .
4.89 1.00
1 .82  1 .00
2 .17  2 .32
-0.72 -0.19
1  . 99  1  . 19
7.29 4.82
1 .58  1 .62
1.46 1.44
-0.25 -0.23
-0.69 -0.87
70866.14 1.59
3.98
- 1  
. 1 6
12.48
;l:33
1.24
8.36
1.00  1 .00
1 .00 1.00
0.50 4.59
5.16 -0.04
0.96 1.23
1 .10  4 .38
1.36  1 .20
0.86 1.67
0.85 -0.28
0.74 -1 .17
0.00 5904.57
7,501 182,276
3,221 175,862
13 6 ,031
479 9,880
3,207 159,434
992 23,312
263 24,750
230 29,240
790 28,769
498 26,207
-50 517
42 n.a.
-133 n .a .
-6 n.a.
390 n.a.
406 n.a.
1  , 158  n .a .
92 n.a.
4 . 1 1  1 . 0 0
1.83  1  .00
0.22 1.88
4.85 5.34
2.01 0.94
4.26 4.95
1.06 0.64
0.79 0.62
2 . 7 5  1 . 1 7
1 . 9 0  4 . 1 9
-9.67 4.17
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
44 2,014
-70 9,641
2,757 139,574
893 12,252
4gg 30,947
400 27,404
-59 24,016
-157 22,675
3 0 0
211 n.a.
-585 n.a.
466 n.a.
-801 n.a.
457 n.a.
2,492 n.a.
1  ,716 n .a .
0.47
0.00
0.92
0.95
0.70
0.73
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.33
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.63
0 .10
1  . 1 8
-0.39
1 .08
3.97
0.86
0.79
-0 .13
-0.38
38563.90
0.50
0.99
0.93
0.69
0.89
0.97
0.91
0.93
0.00
0.76 230
0.00 790
0.93 13
0.00 479
0.99 3,207
1.38 992
0.79 263
0.00 498
0.00 -50
42
-133
-6
390
406
1  ,159
92
6,031
9,880
159,434
23,312
24,750
29,240
28,769
26,207
517
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n.a.
n.a.
n .a .
n .a .
0 .11  3 .28
2.34 -0.15
0.97 0.86
2.05 0.90
0.51  1 .86
0.38 1.74
1.32 -0.08
0.92 -0.32
-4.66 -0.60
4.98
4.41
-82.29
-2.05
- 1  
. 1 2
2 . 1 5
18.65
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Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Chartz
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Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDr-t FDr-t //
RCA
mports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN .6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
7,659 156,588
4,056 82,486
752 15,728
-272 8,491
1 ,017 1 1,099
1 ,193 20,260
298 7,978
398 8,106
71 2 ,105
112  1 ,104
95 1,612
398 6,001
3,603 74,103
18 1  1 ,067
6,343 1 19,579
58 2 ,1y
1,296 21,679
421 5,252
30 2,799
-304 6,414
44 4,048
53 657
3 1  1 , 1 1 8
-88 3,823
424 1,199
232 1,660
-55 7,166
348 11,020
304 2,609
4 149
260 2,091
386 3,599
-7 1,344
-242 2,750
525 1Jy
1 ,537 18,964
37 3,414
4.89 1.00
4.92  1 .01
4.78 1.32
-3.21 -0.51
9 .16  2 .75
5.89  1 .79
3 . 7 3  1 . 1 7
4.91 2.84
3 .37  1 .81
10.17 4.50
5.91  1 .46
6.63 1.03
4.86 0.99
0.16  0 .09
5.30 1.05
2.70 0.35
5.98 1.62
8.01 3.43
1 . 0 7  1 . 1 0
4.73 -3.38
1  . 10  0 .77
8.1 1 2.38
2.74 3.05
-2.29 4.03
35.33 0.98
14.00  1 .01
-0.77 -1.97
3.16  0 .62
11.44  6 .28
2.68 6.50
12.42 3.09
10.74 1.68
-0.55 -0.51
-8.80 -2.32
46.26 3.76
8 .10  1  . 33
1.08 0.96
1.00 7,501
0.86 966
1.00 308
-0.43 -221
1.82  -138
1.44 723
1 .04  51
0.47 88
1 .19  143
4.29 0
1 . 3 3  3
0.83 9
1 .16 6,535
0.09 169
0.91 2,U3
0.51 102
1.95 2,073
4.77 7
0.93 39
-6.38 101
0.93  19
5.00 2
5.39 0
-2.61 48
4.59 317
2.05 0
-1.38 487
1.05 503
5.16 487
2.75 0
1.55 -23
0.99 106
-0.28 39
-3.29 194
9.04 604
1.02 4,314
1.49 255
4 .11  1  . 00
1.09 0.21
1.78 0.30
-2.69 -0.53
-1 
.15 -0.23
2.80 0.55
0.57 0.22
1.26 0.20
5.04 1.21
0.00 0.00
0.21  0 .1  1
0.22 0.74
6.95 2.10
0.88 0.26
1.99 0.37
4.83 13.01
8.25 2.34
0.12  1 .00
1.54 3.63
1 .49  2 .15
0.68 1.78
0.25 2.85
0.00 0.00
0.98 3.47
32.94 3.29
0.00 0.00
15.19  9 .56
2.34 1.23
23.31 3.50
0.00 0.00
-0.46 -0.21
2.30 0.61
1.64 4.27
3.43 0.38
48.48 7.90
19.30 2.61
2.41 4.47
1 .00
1  . 1 8
1 . 3 1
1 .20
1 . 5 1
1 .24
1 . 1 2
5.99
1 .52
1 .05
1  . 1 0
1 .25
0.86
1.04
1 . 1 6
0.69
0.83
0.72
1 . 1 8
0.53
0.82
0.48
0.57
1.54
0.21
0.49
1 .43
0.59
1 .22
2.36
1 . 9 9
1 . 7 0
1 . 8 1
0.70
0.42
1 . 3 1
0.65
182,276
98,291
17,326
8,211
12,018
25,771
8,929
6,934
2,846
449
1,570
4,237
93,985
1 9,1 56
142,962
2 , 1 1 1
25,122
6,306
2,509
6,787
2,799
804
945
4,956
963
2,765
3,206
21,523
2,091
3 1 3
4,939
4,596
2,404
5,659
1,245
22,348
10,568
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Trade and FDI Profile: United Kingdom - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
Japan
7,659 156,589
4,056 82,486
752 15,729
-272 9,491
1,017 1 1 ,0gg
1 ,193 20,260
298 7,978
398 8,106
71 2,105
112  1 ,104
95 1 ,612
398 6,001
3,603 74,103
18 1 1 ,067
6,343 1 19,579
58 2,134
1,296 21 ,679
421 5,252
30 2,799
-304 6,414
44 4,048
53 657
3 1  1 , 1 1 8
-88 3,823
424 1,199
232 1,660
-55 7,166
348 11 ,020
304 2,609
4 149
260 2,091
386 3,599
-7 1,344
-242 2,750
525 1,134
1 ,537 19,964
37 3,414
1.00 0.92
1 .01  0 .97
0.98 0.95
-0.66 0.98
1.87  0 .96
1.20  0 .88
0.76 0.94
1.00 0.92
0.69 0.85
2.08 0.58
1.21  0 .99
1.36  0 .83
0.99 0.88
0.03 0.73
1.08  0 .91
0.55 0.99
1.22 0.93
1.64 0.91
0.22 0.95
-0.97 0.97
0.22 0.82
1.66 0.90
0.56 0.92
-0.47 0.88
7.22 0.89
2.86 0.75
-0.16 0.62
0.65 0.68
2.38 0.89
0.55 0.65
2.54 0.59
2 .19  0 .88
-0 .11  0 .72
-1 
.80 0.65
9.46 0.95
1.66 0.92
0.22 0.49
7,501 182,276
966 88,291
308 17,326
-221 8,211
-138 12,018
723 25,771
51 8,929
88 6,934
143 2,846
0 4 / . 9
3  1 ,570
9 4,237
6,535 93,985
169 19 ,156
2,843 142,962
102 2 ,111
2,073 25,122
7 6,306
39 2,508
101 6,787
19 2,799
2 804
0 945
48 4,856
317 963
0 2,765
487 3,206
503 21,523
487 2,091
0  3 1 3
-23 4,939
106 4,596
39 2,404
194 5,659
604 1,245
4,314 22,348
255 10,568
1.00  1 .02
0.27 4.20
0.43 2.44
-0.65 1.23
-0.28 -7.39
0.68 1.65
0.14 5.84
0.31 4.54
1.22 0.50
0.00
0.05 28.60
0.05 42.64
1.69 0.5s
0 .21  0 .10
0.48 2.23
1 .17  0 .57
2.01 0.63
0.03 57.36
0.37 0.78
0.36 -3.01
0.16 2.33
0.06 26.67
0.00
0.24 -1.84
8.00 1.34
0.00
3.69 -0.1 
0.57 0.69
5.66 0.62
0.00
-0 .11  -11 .46
0.56 3.66
0.40 -0.1 9
0.83 -1 .25
11.78 0.87
4.69 0.36
0.59 0.15
0.99
0.38
0.58
0.00
0.00
0.75
0.29
0.36
0.66
0.00
0.07
0.05
0.71
0 . 1 9
0.62
0.72
0.77
0.03
0.87
0.00
0.60
0.07
0.00
0.00
0.86
0.00
0.00
0.82
0.77
0.00
0.00
0.43
0.00
0.00
0.93
0.53
0.25
1.07
0.40
0.61
0.00
0.00
0.86
0.31
0.39
0.78
0.00
0.07
0.06
0.81
0.26
0.68
0.73
0.83
0.04
0.92
0.00
0.73
0.08
0.00
0.00
0.96
0.00
0.00
1 .21
0.86
0.00
0.00
0.49
0.00
0.00
0.98
0.57
0.52
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Japan
As was discussed in chapter ll, there was a striking convergence of trade and FDI
orientations among the three Triad members in the first half of the 1990s. Although
Japanese FDI outflows were much higher than those of the EU and the US in the late
1980s and probably also in the mid 1990s, the picture in the early 1990s was different:
Japan was not only a latecomer in terms of overseas FDI stocks, but also FDI outflows
were clearly below the US and EU (intra + extra) levels both for all sectors and for the
manufacturing sector.
During the years under review, Japan continued to secure its raw materials upply through
FDl. Among the Triad, Japan was the largest overseas investor in agriculture and fishing,
and in mining, Japanese FDI exceeded its exports by a factor 2.
f n the manufacturing sector, FDI outflows averaged, from 1992 to 1994, at 1.4 per cent of
exports, and inflows at a marginal 0.28 per cent of imports. Although Japan's
manufacturing sector contributed a larger share to GDP than in Europe, manufacturing
FDI played a less important role in Japan's outflows than in the Europe's third country
trade and FDI relations. As tar as inflows were concerned, however, Japan's
manufacturing sector absorbed a comparatively iarge share with 42 per cent of total
inflows. lf the establishment of foreign-affiliated manufacturing units in Japan has been
difficult, the penetration of other sectors has apparently not been easier.
Compared to the Triad, Japan had pronounced revealed comparative advantages both in
FDI and exports for machinery and information technology, and for transport equipment.
More generally, RCAs in FDI and export correlated quite strongly.
All industrial subsectors - except textiles - were net exporters of both goods and
investment capital, which underlined the strong competitive position of Japan's
manufacturing sector. Intra-industry trade and FDI was significantly lower than for the
other members of the Triad. Textibs and wood was the only sector with the typical
characteristics of hollowing out, namely substantial FDI outflows and a large trade deficit.
Over the period under review, Japan's FDI was highly concentrated on the US (which
accounted for 45 per cent of total outflows) and Asia. Asia received more Japanese
investment than Europe. On the inflow side, American firms were by far the most
important investors in Japan.
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Trade and FDI Profile: Japan - Chart 1
Globalization Globalization strategles strategles by by s ctors sectors in in terms terms ot ot net net FDl, FDl, nd nd exports exports and and outrrard outrrard FDI FDI (size (size of of clrdes)clrdes)
Average nat FDt floyvs 1992-1994 (bittions of EGtf 
JAPAT{
-30 -8 -30 -20 -10 (} lO
ATAT: Trade and FDI data from EU
? o 3 0 , o 5 0 r r 7 0 0 s r ( I r l 1 0
Average net exports 1S12-1994 (billions of ECU)
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Trade and FDI Profi le: Japan - Table 1A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
13,353 300,726
4,623 295,568
101 341
325 140
4,197 295,087
298 8,293
318 29,651
784 61 ,707
857 90,929
503 80,641
00
142
1,570
00
776
3 1 9
2,093
00
4.44 1.00
1 .56  1 .00
29.64 3.16
231.46 0.52
1 .42  1 .07
3.60 0.95
1.07  0 .63
1 .27  1 .67
0.94 2.00
0.62 1 . 6 5
0.00
1 .59
1 .83
0.00
5.35
9.90
0.61
0.00
0.00
1 .00 1.00
1 .00 1.00
0.04 72.99
0.04 13.60
1.04  1 .03
0.38 2.51
0.66 0.95
0.99 1.69
1.63  1 .23
1 .35 1.22
0.00
974 205,292
406 202,215
0 17,422
0 40,'143
406 144,650
0 29,145
24 24,551
213 20,921
0 18,751
0 10,099
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
RCA
FDt-t /
RCA
imports
0.47 1.00
0.20 1.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.28 1.20
0.00 0.00
0.10 0.54
1.02 7.28
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.000.00 0
00
177
00
1 5
00
66
00
Trade and FDI Profi le: Japan - Table 1B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annuat averages of intra-EU plus extra-Eu FDI and trade flows, 1992-1994)
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
%%
(Annual averages of intra-EU plus extra-Eu FDI and trade flows, 1992-1994)
Sectors FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU m
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood aclivities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
101 U1 18.95 0.04 0.00 0.00 0 17,422 0.00
325 140 147.97 0.01 0.00 0.00 0 40,143 0.00
4,197 29s,087 0.91 0.66 0.18 0.27 406 144,650 1.40 10.33
298 8,293 2.30 0.44 0.00 0.00 0 29,145 0.00
318 29,6s1 0.69 0.91 0.14 0.16 24 24,551 0.49 13.08
784 61J07 0.81 0.51 0.43 0.84 213 20,921 5.07 3.68
857 90,929 0.60 0.34 0.00 0.00 0 18,7s1 0.00
503 80,641 0.40 0.22 0.00 0.00 0 10,099 0.00
0 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 6 6 0 0 0 . 0 0
142 n.a. 0.00 0 n.a. 427.00
1,570 n.a. O.2O '177 n.a. 8.87
0 n.a. 0 n.a.
776 n.a. 0.04 15 n.a. 52.89
319 n.a. 0.00 0 n.a. 956.00
2,083 n.a. 0.06 66 n.a. 31.72
0 n.a. 0 n.a.
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Trade and FDI Profile: Japan - Chart2
lobalization lobalization strategies strategies by by partners partners countries countries in in terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net €'eorts €'eorts and and orfiward orfiward FDI FDI (size (size ol ol cici
Average net FDt flows 1992 - 1994 (binions of ECU) JAPAT'I
- t o o r o ^ $ o s
Average net e)eo.ts 1992-l9f (billioris of ECU)
: Trde and FDI data from EUROSTAT
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Trade and FDI Profile: Japan - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tnde tnde flows flows as a  nnual annual averages averages 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-f to
imports %
RCA
FDt-t FDt-t //
RCA
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN .6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
13,353 300,726
zsu 49,392
319 4 ,651
0 3,603
0 6,541
490 15,330
114 2,956
1 ,210 10 ,153
0  1 ,192
0 698
0 685
0 638
0 2,M5
30 6,257
9,888 151,276
0 554
0 96,gg7
0 41,452
0 4,051
0 67,763
0 3 ,314
0 1  ,157
0 1,076
0 4,569
0  8 ,710
0 4,621
0 9,770
2,785 7'1,446
0 7,899
0 3 6
0 1,200
0 1,222
0 650
0 1,963
895 1 ,196
5,947 88,344
4.44 1.00
5.30 0.37
6.86 0.32
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
3.20 0.42
4.00 0.26
11.92 0.76
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.48 0.09
6.54 0.94
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
3.90 2.84
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
75.44 3.68
6.73 2.96
1.00
0.36
0.20
0.26
0.46
0.49
0.21
0.52
0.46
0.26
0.34
0.23
0.22
0.31
0.76
0.09
1.93
2.95
0.89
2.91
0.35
0.44
0.28
0.96
0.81
0.71
1 .01
1.98
1.92
0.30
0.59
0.30
0.46
0.26
0.23
3 .18
1.00
1.02
1.59
0.00
0.00
0.86
1.23
1.46
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.29
1.23
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.43
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
16.24
0.93
974
121
73
00
00
92
33
268268
00
00
00
00
00
1 2
733
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
140
00
00
00
00
00
00
44
894
205,292
26,651
4,438
1,246
1  ,166
8,663
3,541
4,321
1,043
1 ,271
87
149
726
5,545
91,439
435
54,851
28,383
1 , 8 1 9
23,092
1,261
2,520
410
2,696
1,426
5,493
22,961
41,753
12,850
143
653
1,261
397
2,492
6 1 0
47,073
0.47 1.00
0.45 0.75
1.64 2.44
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1.06  1 .79
0.09 0.32
6.21 6.06
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
4.21 0.54
0.80 1.29
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.34 1.54
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.66 0.93
1.90 2.23
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Trade and FDI Profile: Japan - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
Intra-
regional
trade
ratio
lntra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
USA
13,353 300,726
2,564 48,392
319 4 ,651
0 3,603
0 6,541
490 15,330
114 2,856
1 ,210 10 ,153
0  1 ,192
0 698
0 685
0 638
0 2,445
30 6,257
9,888 151 ,276
0 554
0 96,887
0 41,452
0 4,051
0 67,763
0 3 ,314
0  1 ,157
0 1 ,076
0 4,569
0  8 ,710
0 4,621
0 9,770
2,785 71,446
0 7,ggg
0 3 6
0 1,200
0 1 ,222
0 650
0 1,963
895  1 ,186
5,947 88,344
0 .10 0 .13
974 205,292
121 26,651
73 4,438
0 1,246
0 1  ,166
92 8,663
3 3,541
268 4,321
0 1,043
0 1 ,271
0 8 7
0 149
0 726
12 5,545
733 91,439
0 435
0 54,851
0 28,383
0  1  , 8 1 9
0 23,092
0 1,261
0 2,520
0 410
0 2,696
0 1,426
0 5,493
0 22,961
140 41,753
0 12,850
0 143
0 653
0 1,261
0 397
0 2,482
4  6 1 0
894 47,073
1.00 13.71
0.95 21 .25
3.47 4.37
0.00
0.00
2.23 5.35
0.20 34.30
13.09 4.51
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.44 2.57
1 .69 13.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.71 19.85
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.38 223.75
4.00 6.65
1.00
1  . 1 9
1.54
0.00
0.00
0.72
0.90
2.68
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.1  1
1 .47
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.88
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
16.99
1.5.2
0.81
0.71
0.98
0.51
0.30
0.72
0.89
0.60
0.93
0.71
0.23
0.38
0.52
0.94
0.75
0.88
0.72
0.81
0.62
0.51
0.5s
0.63
0.55
0.74
0.28
0.91
0.60
0.74
0.76
0.40
0.70
0.98
0.76
0.88
0.68
0.70
0 j4  0 .17
0.09 0.13
0.37 0.38
0.32 0.44
0.06 0.06
0.36 0.61
0.56 0.60
0.14  0 .18
0.01 0.01
0.26 0.38
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United States
Over the three years under review, FDI outflows and inflows were more important for US
firms than for European or Japanese companies. Inward FDI into the manufacturing sector
was with 2.7 per cent of imports higher than for any other country under review except
Spain (see table 12), and the outward-FDl-to-export ratio was certainly higher than that of
Japan or European third-country relations. Yet, manufacturing FDI represented only a
third of total FDI outflows and inflows.
American firms were by far the most important investors in overseas mining projects. They
invested close to ECU 1 billion per year, more than twice as much as the EU.
American financial institutions were also more internationalised than those from the other
Triad members. They were the largest supplier of FDI and had a strong revealed
comparative advantage in outward FDl. At the same time, the United States financial
sector attracted FDI an order of magnitude of ECU 10 billion per annum, twice as much as
Europe and incomparable with the average inflows of ECU 66 million into Japan. The high
and growing international competitiveness of the American services sector comes out very
well from the globalisation chart of the Triad's services sector (chart 8).
In the early 1990s, the American manufacturing sector was deep down in the third
quadrant of the globalisation chart: annual trade deficits of close to ECU 80 billion
combined with net annual FDI inflows of close to ECU 5 billion. \Mrile these FDI inflows
have not been a major source of financing the trade deficit, they have certainly contributed
to the growing share of foreign-affiliated firms in US trade. US affiliated of non-US
muftinational corporations accounted lor 23 per cent of US exports and 34 per cent of US
imports in 1993.'' Machinery and information technology registered the highest inflows; in
spite of the strong position of American firms in this sector, this sector was a net importer
of goods and FDI and no revealed comparative advantage in outward FDl.
In geographical terms, the largest bilateral FDI partner was the UK thanks to substantial
and balanced flows into both directions. Japan remained the largest investor in the US
with annual inflows of ECU 6 billion. Yet, FDI inflows were not concentrated, at all, but
came from all over the world, with 11 countries or regions providing an average of more
than EGU 1 bill ion per annum.
Notwithstanding the high FDI inflows from Japan, transatlantic relations hinged to a much
larger extent on FDI than those with Japan, NAFTA or any other region: both outward-FDl-
to-export ratios and inward-FDl-to-import ratios were much higher across the Atlantic than
anywhere else (if one disregards the limited inflows from Australia).
Overall, the wide geographical spread of the United States' inward and outward FDI
underlines the importance of FDI in the globalisation strategies of American firms.
12 US Department of Commerce, Survey of Current Business, May and June 1gg5.
1 1 6
mm
c.
ww
r|lqrlrfr|lqrlrf
Globafization through Trade and FDI
Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Ghart I
22
Globallzatlon Globallzatlon strategles strategles by by s c{ors sec{ors in in terms terms ot ot n€t n€t FDl, FDl, net net exports exports and and outrrard outrrard FDI FDI (slze (slze of of clrdes}clrdes}
USA
Average net FDI flows 1992 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
Mining
harqod equtp.
metal metal & & mecmecr pro
ff
- & - D - o - $ - - - $ - t - 0 o t o
Arrorag€ Arrorag€ net net e,gorts e,gorts 1992-1994 1992-1994 (billim3 (billim3 of of ECU)ECU)
rce: Trade and FDI dda from EUROSTAT
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Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Table 1 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by sector
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of int -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Table I B
Foreign direct investment and trade by sectors
(Annual (Annual averages averages of of intr -EU intra-EU plus plusextra-EU extra-EU FDI FDI and and tra e trade flows, flows, 1 1 992-1 992-1 9 4)994)
Sector
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU ECU mm
FDI-O FDI-O toto
exports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA
FD|-O /
RCA
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I FDI-I toto
imports
o/oo/o
RCA
FDt-t FDt-t //
RCA
WORLD
TOTAL without services
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financial intermed iation
- other financial intermediation
22,575 377,432
8,390 369,245
0 22,349
1,869 5,102
6,521 340,741
0 29,526
0 52,905
194 64,994
443 73,052
648 73,139
0 i l
0  n .a .
2,066 n.a.
0  n .a .
0  n .a .
0  n .a .
8,025 n.a.
0  n .a .
5.98 1.00
2.28 1.00
0.00 0.00
36.63 1.64
1.91  0 .91
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.30 0.23
0.61 0.57
0 .89  1 .17
0.00 0.00
0.00
1.33
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.30
0.00
1.00 34,040
1.00 11,461
0.00 0
1.48 32
0.95 11,429
0.00 0
0.00 0
0 . 2 7  1 , 1 1 6
0.54 2,841
1 . 1 9  0
0.00 0
00
4,325
00
00
00
9,909
00
482,824
502,219
1 0,1 60
36,735
417,980
63,824
45,896
63,664
96,1 50
87,212
609
n.a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
n .a .
7.05 1.00
2.28 1.00
0.00 0.00
0.09 0.08
2.73 1.03
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1 .75  1  .10
2.95 1.01
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1.00
1.00
2.28
1 . 1 1
0.96
1.04
0.95
0.98
0 . 1 4
0.83
1 .05
Sectors
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export
ratio
Intra-
industry
trade
ratio
Intra-
industry
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
industry
FD|-O &
export
ratios
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import
ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
Manufacturing
- Textiles and wood activities
- Petroleum, chemical, rubber,
plastic
- Metal and mechanical products
- Machinery, computers, RTC,
communications
- Vehicles and other transport
equipment
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
- Land sea and air transport
Financiaf intermediation
- other financial intermediation
0 22,349 0.00 0.63
0 5,102 0.00 0.24
0 28,526 0.00 0.62
0 52,905 0.00 0.93
6,521 340,741 1.08 0.90 0.73 0.81 11,429 417,980 1.11 0.57
0 10,160 0.00
0 36,735 0.00
0 63,824 0.00
0 45,896 0.00
194 64,894 0.17 0.99 0.30 0.30 1,116 63,664 0.71 0.17
443 73,052 0.34 0.86 0.27 0.31 2,U1 96,150 1.20 0.16
648 73,139 0.50 0.91 0.00 0.00 0 87,212 0.00
0 54 0.00 0.16
0 n .a .
2,066 n.a.
0  n .a .
0  n .a .
0 n.a.
8,025 n.a.
0  n .a .
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Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Chart 2
lobalization lobalization sfrategies sfrategies by by partners partners @untries @untries in in terms terms of of net net FDl, FDl, net net s orts seorts and and outward outward FDI FDI (size (size of of circles)circles)
USA
Average net FDI flors 19tf2 - 1994 (billions of ECU)
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Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Table 2 A
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl (FDl and and tra e trade flows flows as as nnual annual avenges avenges 1992-1994)1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
FDI-O to
exports %
RCA
FDI-O
RCA
exports
RCA FDI-
O / R C A
exports
FDI
inflow
ECU m
lmport
ECU ECU mm
FDI-I to
imports %
RCA
FDt-r /
RCA
imports
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countries
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Maddle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
Japan
22,575 377,432
10,584 90,203
1 ,539 10,954
1,344 9,265
-300 '10,771
1 ,756 15,545
6 1 1  5 , 9 1 1
4,969 20,134
98 2,415
65 997
20 678
18 744
464 3,797
1,022 9,263
14,697 139,592
0 1,766
2,014 1 16,507
373 22,591
0 6,733
882 42,996
0 10,577
0 2,969
0 3,736
0 3,923
3,747 45,439
1 ,365 19,733
172 13,079
2,493 g2,5gg
190 9,356
0 9 s
543 982
273 2,030
50 715
482 4,409
230 1,032
651 39,745
5.98 1.00
13.20 0.89
14.05 0.92
16.26 0.86
-2.79 -0.28
11.30  0 .89
10.33 0.81
24.68 1.85
4.04 0.24
6.52 0.56
2.90 0.27
2.37 0.09
12.24 0.41
1 1 . 0 3  1 . 7 8
10.53 0.82
0.00 0.00
1.73 0.85
1.65  1 .03
0.00 0.00
2.06 3.33
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
8.25 2.93
6.92 2.00
1 .32  2 .10
3.01 1.50
2.27 1.33
0.00 0.00
55.28 2.19
13.43 0.40
6.94 1 .17
10.94 1 .57
22.26 0.56
1.64 5.74
1.00 34,040 482,824 7.05 1.00
1 .88 16,081 81 ,644 19.70 2.20
2.42 3,421 12,618 27.12 2.71
1.78  533 4 ,590 1  1 .61  1 .34
-0.45 1,363 4,564 29.96 3.51
2.27 4,461 23,926 18.64 2.12
2.36 442 10,905 4.06 0.92
2.24 4,805 17,975 26.73 1.75
0.32 738 2,096 35.19 3.33
1.88 377 1,432 26.32 3.70
1.00 0 330 0.00 0.00
0.44 0 640 0.00 0.00
1.25 -82 2,569 -3.20 -6.27
4 .91  2 ,386  13 ,165  19 .13  312
1.47 29,533 187,464 15.75 1.71
0.00 0 1,554 0.00 0.00
0.46 2,535 126,097 2.01 0.33
0.80 0 35,577 0.00 0.00
0.00 0 12,798 0.00 0.00
2.27 546 54,076 1.01 0.85
0.00 0 6,989 0.00 0.00
0.00 0 1,827 0.00 0.00
0.00 0 1,933 0.00 0.00
0.00 0 10,000 0.00 0.00
0.88 4,003 41 ,747 g.5g 0.56
0.83 -240 20,201 -1 .19 2.52
1.94 263 12,907 2.04 0.75
0.82 4,202 164,088 2.56 0.79
0.82 1 ,108 3,994 27 .74 2.43
0.00 0 178 0.00 0.00
5.65 209 1,719 12.14 3.30
1.01  1 ,142 3 ,871 29 .50  4 .53
2.92 237 1,260 18.83 1 .82
3.35 2,159 4,922 43.97 2.95
3.56 1 ,045 1 ,214 96.09 g.1g
1 .84 6,156 97,693 7 .02 0.90
1.00
0.47
0.38
0.48
0.61
0.39
0.34
0.83
0.74
0.30
0.27
0.21
0.33
0.36
0.56
0.24
1.85
1.28
1 . 1 8
1.47
0.89
0.86
0.78
0.al
3.35
2.42
1.08
1 .83
1.62
0.63
0.39
0.40
0.40
0.47
0 .16
3 .13
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Trade and FDI Profile: United States - Table 2 B
Foreign direct investment and trade by partner countries
(FDl and trade flows as annual averages 1992-1994)
Partner countries
FDI
outflow
ECU m
Exports
ECU m
Relative
FDI-O to
export ratio
lntra-
regional
trade
ratio
Intra-
regional
FDI ratio
Relation
intra-
regional
FDI-O and
export
ratios
FDI inflow
ECU m
lmports
ECU ECU mm
Relative
FDI-I to
import ratio
Ratio:
FDI
outflow /
FDI
inflow
WORLD
EU - 12 countries
France
Belg.-Luxbg
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Utd. Kingdom
lreland
Denmark
Greece
Portugal
Spain
Extra Europe 12
EFTA - 7 countries
OECD
Central & E. Europe
NAFTA
ASEAN - 6
ACP 70 countries
NlCs 4 countries
Mediterranean
CIS 11 countr ies
North Africa -6
Other African
Central America
South America
Near & Middle East
Other Asian
Australia, Oceania
lceland
Nonray
Sweden
Finland
Switzerland
Austria
Japan
22,575 377,432
10,584 80,203
1 ,539 10,954
1,344 9,265
-300 10,771
1 ,756 15,545
6 1 1  5 , 9 1  
4,969 20,134
98 2 ,415
65 997
20 678
18 744
464 3,797
11,991 297,229
1,022 9,263
14,697 139,592
0 1,766
2,414 1 16,507
373 22,591
0 6,733
882 42,996
0 10,577
0 2,969
0 3,736
0 3,823
3,747 45,439
1 ,365 19,733
172 13 ,079
2,483 g2,5gg
190 9,356
0 9 5
543 982
273 2,030
50 715
482 4,409
230 1,032
651 39,745
1.00 0.88
2.21 0.99
2.35 0.93
2.72 0.71
-4.47 0.60
1.89 0.79
1.73 0.70
4.13 0.94
0.68 0.93
1.09 0.82
0.49 0.66
0.40 0.92
2.05 0.81
0.67 0.85
1.84 0.83
1.76 0.85
0.00 0.94
0.29 0.96
0.28 0.78
0.00 0.69
0.34 0.88
0.00 0.80
0.00 0.78
0.00 0.68
0.00 0.55
1.38 0.96
1 .16  0 .99
0.22 0.99
0.50 0.67
0.38 0.65
0.00 0.70
9.24 0.73
2.25 0.69
1.16  0 .72
1.83 0.94
3.72 0.92
0.27 0.62
0.91 34,040
0.80 16,081
0.67 3,421
0"80 533
0.00 1,363
0.72 4,461
1.20 442
1.04 4,805
0.25 738
0.36 377
0.00 0
0.00 0
0.00 -82
0.94 17,958
0.73 2,386
0.78 29,533
00
0.92 2,535
0.00 0
00
0.86 546
00
00
00
00
1.01 4,003
0.00 -240
0.80 263
1.11 4,202
0.45 1 ,108
00
0.76 209
0.56 1,142
0.48 237
0.39 2,159
0.39 1,045
0.31 6,156
1.00 0.66
2.79 0.66
3.85 0.45
1.65 2.52
4.24 -4.22
2.il 0.39
0.58 1.38
3.79 1.03
4.99 0.1 3
3.73 0.17
0.00
0.00
-0.45 -5.63
0.63 0.67
2.57 0.43
2.23 0.50
0.00
0.29 0.79
0.00
0.00
0.14  1 .62
0.00
0.00
0.00
o.oo
1.36 0.94
-0.17 -5.68
0.29 0.65
0.36 0.59
3.93 0.17
0.00
1.72 2.60
4.18 0.24
2.67 4.21
6.22 0.22
12.21 0.22
1 .00 0.1 1
0.80
0.79
0.62
0.57
0.00
0.57
0.84
0.98
0.23
0.29
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.80
0.60
0.66
0.89
0.00
0.76
482,824
81,644
12,618
4,590
4,5U
23,926
10,905
17,975
2,096
1,432
330
640
2,569
401,179
1 3,1 65
187,464
1,554
126,097
35,577
12,798
54,076
6,989
1,927
1,933
10,000
41,747
20,201
12,907
104,088
3,994
178
1 , 7 1 9
3,871
1,260
4,922
1 , 2 1 4
87,683
0.97
0.00
0.79
0.74
0.29
0.56
0.39
0.35
0.37
0.36
0 . 1 9
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V. Empirical indicators combining trade and FDI data
This chapter reviews the trade and FDI indicators used above from a technical
perspective. The indicators used in this study are straightforward. No attempt has been
undertaken to construct broader econometric models covering both trade and FDl.
Instead, the objective has been to present simple and transparent tools for trade and FDI
analysts.
Each of these indicators is discussed in terms of
o questions and issues which can be addressed with the indicator under review
o the indicator
o comments on empirical applications
. references to examples
Indicatorc on aggregated trade and FDI
Questions addressed
=+ What are the orders of magnitude of trade and investment flows?
+ What is their macro-economic significance?
=+ To what extent are growth patterns of trade and investment synchronised?
+ How have they evolved over time?
+ How volatile has FDI been in comparison to trade?
Indicators
o Nominaltime series
. Shares in gross domestic product
o For the evolution of trade and FDl, growth rales based on least-square trend
regressions plus coefficients of determination R2.
Gomments on empirical applications
Nominal time series on aggregated trade and investment are the point of departure
for any empirical analysis. Compiling this basic data, however, is far from obvious,
and calls for specific attention in each case. This holds true in particular for cross-
country studies. Major questions to be resolved are:
r There are significant differences in the definition of FDl. The choice of a single
source of data (e.9. EU, lMF, oEcD, UN) is neither always possible as the
present study shows, nor recommendable, as it hides the significant gaps
between different data sources.
o There are large discrepancies between mirror data for trade and - even more so
- for FDl. Whenever possible, both sets of data (i.e. from the reporter and from
the partner country) should be included in the analysis, notwithstanding the
difficulties emerging from the fact that they may have little in common.
A.
1 .
2.
3.
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. Exchange rate effects need to be taken into consideration. Between 1980 and
1985, for instance, the EU's foreign trade grew in real terms, but declined in
nominal US$ because the depreci-tion of tfre European currencies against the
us$.
. Aggregated FDI data nearly always includes services; most trade statistics do
not. When appropriate, balance-of-payments data should be used as source for
trade figures rather than customs-based trade statistics.
For comparisons between the EU, Japan and the USA, it is essential to exclude
European intra-regional trade and investment.
The volatility of FDI flows is another difficult issue. lt excludes the use of terminal
growth rates for describing growth patterns. A fairly simple way of measuring this
volatility is to use the Rz of the least square growth trend as an indicator for its
volatility. In many instances, it may be usefulto smooth FDI data by using three-year
moving averages. The problem of moving averages is that they reduce the time span
that can be studied, as the first and last year(s) have to be excluded. This is the
reason why the present study did not make extensive use of moving averages.
The situation is slightly better for trade flows, but least square trends in combination
with R2 are nevertheless recommended.
In view of the massive discrepancies between FDI time series from different sources
(e.g. host or home country, various international institutions) graphical analysis may
be particularly appropriate, as it emphasises the orders of magnitudes and trends
rather than precise figures. Moreover, it provides a simple way for analysing the
degree of synchronisation i  the evolution of trade and FDl.
The ratio between trade and FDI indicators, on the one hand, and GDP, on the other,
provide the most useful indicator for how open and outward-looking an economy is.
Examples
Time series on the evolution of trade and FDI in the Triad are available in
Appendix 1. For the sake of comparability over time and among countries, ratios are
added, namely the trade orientation (export and imports as percentage of GDP) and
the FDI orientation (outward and inward FDI as percentage of GDP). The major
indicators are depicted in Chart 3 on page 20.
mmqrctr0qrctr0
4.
124
ww Gfobalization through Trade and FDI
B. Share of countries and regions in global trade and FDI
1. Questions addressed
+ How important is a specific country (or region) as a player in global trade and
investment?
:+ In relative terms, is the country more important in world trade or in FDI?
+ To what extent is there a match between the country's shares in exports and
imports compared to outward and inward FDI stocks and flows?
+ How has this changed over time?
2. Indicator
Percentage share of exports (imports; outward FDI stocks; inward FDI stocks;
outward FDI flows; inward FDI flows) in world exports (imports; outward FDI stocks;
inward FDI stocks; outward FDI flows; inward FDI flows).
Comments on empirical applications
Trade data is readily available. WTO's annual publication tntemational Trade and its
spring press release provide tables with the shares of leading trading nations in
world trade including and excluding EU intra-regional trade. The time lag is normally
around three months.
For FDl, the statistical appendix of the UN Wortd lnvestment Reportprovides data on
global FDI stocks and flows. These data may differ significantly from OECD and
EUROSTAT series, primari[ due to different definitions. The data does not allow to
distinguish between intra- and extra-Eu FDl. The time lag tends to be two years.
There is a clear difference in coverage and quality of trade data between OECD and
other countries; for FDI data, the situation is worse, as there is no equivalent to the
United Nations trade database COMTRADE for FDl. UNCTAD's FDI trade database
comes closest, but is not easily accessible. Yet, for analytical purposes it is essential
to have an idea of world totals for FDI flows and stocks in order to put national data
into perspective.
Example
The numerous notes and qualifications in table 6 on the share of Triad members in
world trade and FDI flows and stocks (see page 23) bears witness to the difficulties
of estimating the share of individual countries and regions in world trade and FDl.
3.
4.
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C. FDI-to-trade ratios
1. Questions addressed
=+ What is the relative importance of FDI versus trade?
+ How does the relative importance of FDI and trade compare between countries?
2. Indicators:
(i) Sector- and/or partner specific outward-FDl to export ratio FDI-Oxr
(for exporting and home country i, partner country j and X
sector k) ^rjk
(ii) Sector- and/or partner-specific nward-FDl to import ratio FDI-l; ir
(for importing and host country j, partner country i and lrt.
sector k)
In view of the inconsistency of data, it is advisable to calculate the two independently
and to compare them.
lf one wants to capture the importance of FDI vis-i-vis trade in one specific sector as
compared to the average of the country under review, the simple FD|-to-trade ratio
can be easily adjusted by the average FD|-to-trade ratio for the country under review.
This has the advantage of showing immediately whether the sector in the country
under review is more (less) FDI oriented than the national average. In this case the
ratio is larger than (smaller than) one.
(iii) Relative sector- or partner-specific outward-FDl to export FDI-Onr/Xxr
ratio
(for exporting and host country i, partner country j and FDI-Oi  lX i
sector k)
(iv) Relative sector- or partner-specific nward-FDl to import ratio FDI-l/M1r
(for importing and home country j, partner country i and FDlil l.,t
sector k)
ffiffi
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Comments on empirical applications
The FDI-to-trade ratio is the most immediate and simple indicator for comparing
trade and FDl. lt is particularly useful for comparisons between countries and
sectors.
Its weak point is that FDI and trade relate to different levels of analysis. As a result, it
may be difficult to assess whether a particular FD|-to-trade ratio is high or low in
absolute terms.
A useful approach to make FDI values more compatible with trade values is to
estimate the output or exports likely to be generated by FDt in the host country. This
typically involves two steps. Firstly, the impact of FDI flows on stocks needs to be
estimated. The empirical evidence available suggests that one dollar of FDI outflows
tends to correlate to substantially larger increase of stocks in the host country of (see
the discussion and references in chapter ll C). Second, output-to-investment ratios of
foreign-affiliated firms are required. Such data exists for the US, Japan and Sweden.
Example
Chart 4 on page 24 and section ll C (pages 23 to 25) discuss FDlto-trade ratios in
the Triad. Tables 1 and 2 B in the trade and FDI profiles of chapter V indicate relative
FDlto-trade ratios by sectors and partner countries.
3.
4.
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tndicators on the sectoral composition and Revealed Gomparative Advantages
(RGAs) in FDI and trade
Questions addressed
+ How do globalisation strategies with relation to FDI and trade differ between
sectors?
+ To what extent do firms in a specific sector of a given country rely on FDI or on
exports in comparison to other sectors in the same country and in comparison to
the Triad as a whole or the world average?
+ What are the revealed comparative advantages of countries in exports and
outward FDI as well as in imports and inward FDI? How do they compare?
lndicators
. Sector-specific shares in national FDI inflows and outflows
o Sector-specific FD|-to-trade ratios
o Sector-specific relative FDI-to-trade ratios
o Sector-specific Revealed Comparative Advantages (i.e. sector-specific shares in
national FDI weighted by this secto/s share in FDI of the world, the Triad, or any
other reference group).
While the first indicator is self-explanatory, the second and third are discussed in
vc.
Parallel to the concept of Revealed Comparative Advantage RCA in trade, one may
apply the RCA concept o FDl. Basically, RCAs ponder simple relative shares of a
given sector in national trade - or FDI - by the importance of this sector at the global
level. This puts a country's ectoral distribution of trade and FDI in an international
perspective. As global FDI data broken down by sector was not available, national
data was compared with that of the Triad.
RCAs can then be defined as follows:
(i) Sector-specific RCAs for outward FDI =
(for home country i and sector k)
FDI-Oik/FDl-Oi
Sector-specific RCAs for inward FDI
(for host country j and sector k)
FDI-Orn, d,k I FDI-Or,i.o
FDI-l;p/FDl-l j
FDI-lr,iro,k I FDI-lr,i.o
ww
D.
1.
2.
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3. Gomments on empirical applications
The analysis and comparison of the sectoral distribution of FDI and trade is
particularly important as inter-sectoral differences are substantial. A three-tiered
presentation of results as:
1. simple percentage distributions and shares within and across countries,
2. revealed comparative advantages, and as
3. ratios of FDI and trade RCAs
has proven to be useful.
4. Example
Section lll B 1 (pages 32 to 33), including table 10 on page 33, discuss RCAs of the
three Triad members for the primary, secondary and tertiary sectors. Moreover, the
trade and FDI country profiles in chapter lV indicate sector-specific RCAs in table
1A.
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E. lndicators on the importance of intra-industry trade and FDI
1. Questions addressed
+ Trade among developed countries and in particular the EU is characterised by a
high degree of intra-industry trade, reflecting a high level of product
differentiation. To what extent does this apply as well to FDI?
2. Indicators
Measures for sector-specific intra-industry trade (llTid and FDI (llFDlik)
l lTRat io ;1  =  1- ( lxk-M* l ) / (X i r+Mi r )
l lFDl Ratio;1 = 1 - ( l fOl-Oik- FDI- l ,r l )  I  ( fOl-Oir + FDI- l i r)
(for country i and sector k)
As the proposed approach focuses on intra-industry trade rather than on the trade
balance, it is based on the absolute value of the difference between exports and
imports or FDI-O and FDI-|. This has the advantage of bringing the indicator into the
range from 0 to 1, provided FDI flows are not negative.
The llT and llFDl ratios are one if intra-industry trade is pronounced (and if trade is
balanced) and close to 0 if there is no intra-industry trade or investment. They can be
compiled at the sector level or for a whole country.
ln case trade and FDI are not balanced and the effect of the trade or FDI deficits or
surpluses are to be neutralised, the calculation should be based on the share of
specific sectors in total exports and imports rather than on the absolute values. In
this latter case, they can be calculated as follows:
ad jus ted l lTRat io i  =  1- ( lXk /X i -Mik / tv t ,  l ) l (x , * /X,  +Mik /Mi  )
adjusted llFDl Ratio, = 1 - ( lfOl-Oik/FDl-Oi - FDI-lik/FDl-li l) /(FDl-Oik/ FDI-O,+ FDI-lik/FDl-li)
3. Gomments on empirical applications
llT and llFDl ratios have been calculated in the country-specific tables. In order to
facilitate their comparison, the tables include columns with the simple ratio of the two
(llFDl/llT). This ratio indicates whether intra-industry exchange is relatively more
important for FDI (ratio > 1) or for trade (ratio < 1).
The case of disinvestment is the most pronounced case of the absence of intra-
industry FDl. In arithmetical terms, the negative FDI values push the llFDl ratio
below 0 or above 1. As such values are counter-intuitive, they are replaced by a
value of 0, which conveys the absence of intra-industry FDI flows.
The intra-regional trade ratio for the world indicates the share of the trade balance in
the sum of exports and imports.
mm
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4. Example
Examples for intra-industry are given in trade and FDI country profile tables 1 B in
chapter lV.
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F. Indicators on the partner country composition of trade and FDI
1. Questions addressed
+ How do globalisation strategies with relation to FDI and trade differ in terms of
the composition of partner countries?
=+ Are economic relations with neighbouring countries or countries within the same
regional grouping more or less FD|-intensfue than those with more distant
markets?
+ Does FDI play a more important role vis-i-vis former colonies?
+ ls FDI more concentrated on a limited number of partner countries than trade?
2. Indicatorc
Parallelto the sector-specific indicators, four partner-specific ndicators are used:
o Partner-specific shares in national FDI inflows and outflows
o Partner-specific FD|-to-trade ratios
o Partner-specific relative FD|-to-trade ratios
r Partner-specific Revealed Gomparative Advantages (i.e. partner-specific shares
in national FDI weighted by this partner's hare in FDI of the world, the Triad, or
any other reference group).
The FD|'to-trade ratios are discussed in section V C.
Partner-specific RCAs can be calculated as follows:
(i) Partner-specific RCAs for outward FDI = FDI-Ou/FD|-OI
(for home country i and host country j) FDI-Orri. d,j I FD l-Orriro
(ii) Partner-specific RCAs for inward FDI = FDI-lii/FDl-li
(for host country j and home country i) FD|-lrri.o,i I FD|-lr,iad
lf data is available, these indicators can, of course, be applied at the sectoral level.
3. Comments on empirical applications
As mentioned in Chapter ll, it would be preferable to analyse the partner country
specialisation in combination with, and as further differentiation of, sector-specific
analysis of trade and FDl. Unfortunately, the data available does not yet permit his
approach on a larger scale.
Yet, even without taking into account sectoral differences, the comparison of FDI and
trade broken down by partner countries adds to the analysis. In general, FDI tends to
be more concentrated on a small number of partner countries than trade.
ffiffi
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Each of the four above-mentioned indicators has its advantages. The fourth indicator
is referred to as Revealed Comparative Advantage only because of its logical
similarity to the sector-specific RGAs.
4. Example
The trade and FDI country profiles in Chapter lV include examples of the non-
adjusted and relative partner-specific FD|-to-trade ratios as well as the partner-
specific RCAs in tables 2 A and B.
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G. Indicators on intra-regional trade and FDI and bilateral trade and FDI balances
1. Questions addressed
+ Intra-regional trade accounts for some two thirds of the EU's total trade. To what
extent does this apply as wellto FDI?
+ How symmetrical and balanced are trade and investment flows between two
countries?
2. lndicators
Ratios on intra-regional trade and FDI concerning the EU can be simply calculated
as:
intra-regional export (import) = Xi,eu,r / Xi,ar,r ; (MEu;,r / Marr;,x)
share
intra-regional FDI-O (FDl-l) = FDI-O',EU,k / FDI-Oi,a',k ; (FDl-lEU;,1/ FDI-larr;,r)
share
(for home/exporting country i and hosUimporting country j and sector k)
These ratios are close to one if intra-regionaltrade is predominant and close to 0 if it
is small.
Another approach is to measure how symmetrical or balanced bilateral trade flows
are between two countries or regions. The measure for intra-industry trade can be
easily adapted for this purpose:
intra-regionat trade ratio = t - ( lxu - M1 l) /(Xij + Mij)
intra-regional FDI rat io = 1 - ( l foloi j -  FDt-t i j l ) l ( fol-oi i  + FDI- ln)
The intra-regional trade ratios are close to 1, if intra-regional trade is high in the
sense of being balanced.
3. Comments on empirical applications
The intra-regional FDI ratios would be negative if outward FDI is negative. As this
shows the highest degree of non-symmetrical relations, values of the ratio are set at
zefo.
4. Example
The trade and FDI country profiles include intra-regional trade and FDI ratios as well
as the relation between intra-regional trade and FDI ratios in tables 2 B. This latter
relation shows immediately whether intra-regional relations are more balanced for
FDI (ratio > 1) or for trade (ratio < 1). In the large majority of partner countries, this
relation is smaller than one, which implies that FDI is more concentrated on a few
leading countries and that net FDI at the bilateral evel tends to be more unbalanced
than trade.
ff i
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Competitiveness indicators on the basis of FDI outflows and FDI and trade balances
1. Questions addressed
=+ What is the relationship between the FDI and the trade balance of countries by
sectors and by partner countries?
+ In what sectors does a country have a competitive leadership position in terms
both export and FDI surpluses?
+ For which sectors has a country evolved into an international export platform with
significant, net FDI inflows and a substantial export surplus?
+ In what sectors is there a trend towards hollowing out, i.e. a combination of net
FDI outflows and a sectoraltrade deficit?
+ What are the sectors that maintain a predominantly domestic-market orientation
with a negative balance both for FDI and trade?
+ For a given country, how do FDI and trade balances differ among partner
countries?
Indicator
A graphical presentation as shown in the "bubble" Chart 2 on page 18 and in
Chapter lV allows to visualise the three variables FDI outflows, net FDI and net trade
at the same time.
3. Gomments on empirical applications
The advantage of this bubble chart is that each of its four quadrants reflect a
particular type of strategy, or de-facto integration of a particular country, sector or
partner country on the basis of its trade and FDI flows.
As was argued in chapter l, sectors characterised both by net outward FDI and a
trade surplus have a high international competitiveness and can be referred to as
industry leaders.In this quadrant, exports and FDI correlate positively.
In contrast, net FDI and net trade correlate negatively in the second and fourth
quadrant. The second quadrant of chart 2 is typical for hollowing out or relocation:
firms relocate their production capacities through high outward FDl, and imports
have overtaken exports and provide part of the domestic demand.
The fourth quadrant represents the counterpart to the second: it is typical for
intemational export platforms which attract FDI to become suppliers to the world
' market.
Sectors in the third quadrant are basically inward looking: they attract more goods
and capital into their domestic market than they supply to the rest of the world. They
match sectors in the first quadrant in terms of the complementarity of trade and FDl.
The globalisation chart with partner country focus describes the home country's
position vis-A-vis its partner countries. The exporting and home country has a
leadership position with regards to partner countries in the first quadrant, as it
provides both trade and investment inflows. In contrast, the home country is a net
H.
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importer of goods and FDI vis-d-vis countries positioned in the third quadrant. Japan,
for instance, is found practically always in the third quadrant of the partner-specific
globalisation chart. For partner countries in the second quadrant, the relationship of
the home country is likely to be characterised by relocation: the home country is a
net investor in the partner country and its imports from the partner country exceed its
exports. In the fourth quadrant, finally, the home country functions as an export
platform for FDI: it attracts overseas investment and is a net exporter.
In all globalisation charts throughout this study, negative values for outward FDI have
been marked by circles with dotted rather than continuous lines.
Example
Globalisation charts are widely used throughout this study. Each of the trade and FDI
country profiles contains one globalisation chart by major sector and another one by
partner country. Moreover, charts 7 and 8 on pages 35 and 36 present globalisation
charts with a string of bubbles to illustrate the evolution over time.
f f i
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Methodolog ical remarks
Data sources
This study relies basically on EUROSTAT data on trade and FDl. Trade and FDI data was
provided by EUROSTAT in machine-readable format for the twelve members of the EU
before the most recent enlargement and for Japan and the United States. Data consisted
of two files with matching producU sectoral and geographical breakdown. The data
covered the years 1991 to 1994. The breakdown of data by producUsectors and by the
direction of trade and FDI is shown in tables 13 and 14.For the longertime series, data
was taken from the two publications EUROSTAT 1995 a and EUROSTAT 1995 b.
Table 13: Sectoral classification of trade and FDI data
C/assffication for FDI C/assffrcation i terms ofNACE divisions Commenfs
Agriculture and fishing
Mining and quarrying
01,  02,  05
10 -14
Merchandise trade/
primary sector
Manufacturing
Textiles and wood activities
Petroleuffi, chemical, rubber,
plastic products
Metal and mechanicaf products
Machinery, computers, RTC,
communication
Vehicles and other transport
equipment
15 -  36
17,  18 ,20
23,24 ,25
27 ,28
29,30 ,  31  ,32
35
Merchandise trade/ secondary
sector
Electricity, gas and water
Construction
Trade and repairs
Hotels and restaurants
Transport and communication
Land, sea and air transport
Financial intermediation
Other fin. intermediation
40, 41
45
5 0 - 5 4
55
6 0 - 6 4
60,  61 ,62
6 5 - 6 7
65.2
Trade in services/ tertiary sector
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Table 14: Geographical classification of trade and FDI data
Code Countries
A1
MM
A3
DK
DE
GR
ES
FR
IE
IT
NL
PT
GB
A4A4
A5
AT
CH
FIS
NO
SE
A9
B1
US
B3
B5
B9
c3
c6
E5
E6
E9
F1
F3
F6
F7
World
EU - 12 countries
BLEU
Denmark
Germany
Greece
Spain
France
lreland
Italy
Netherlands
Portugal
United Kingdom
Extra Euro 12
EFTA - 7 countries
Austria
Switzerland
Finland
Norway
Sweden
Central and Eastern Europe - 14 countries
NAFTA
USA
ASEAN 6
ACP - 70 countries
NlCs - 4 countries
Mediterranean Basin
C f S  - 1 1  c .
Nor thAf r i ca-6c .
Other African countries 49 c
Central American countries - 29 c.
South American countries 13 c.
Near and Middle East 16 c
Other Asian countries 31 c.
Australia, Oceania, etc. 27 countries
Nofe: for details of the composition of each of the aggregates, see EUROSTAT 1995 a.
The matching of trade and FDI data by products and sectors was one of the major
difficulties for the present exercise. There is no perfect match between the trade
nomenclatures focusing on products, i.e. the Harmonised System (HS), the Standard
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International Trade Classification (SITC) and the Broad Economic Categories (BEC), on
the one hand, and the industrial classifications, namely the International Standard
Industrial Classification (lSlC) and the European classification NACE, on the other. At the
same time, the imperfections in matching trade and industrial nomenclatures are not the
limiting factor for this type of study simply because the aggregation level of sectoral
breakdown of FDI data remains very high.
The EUROSTAT data has been complemented by data from the United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development which maintains next to the IMF balance-of-
payments data the only database on global FDI stocks and flows. In addition, OECD data
on FDl, which is published annually in a consistent and detailed manner, has been used
occasionally to cross-check. The results of these cross-checks have not been
encouraging, as the next section shows.
Reliability of FDI data
The reliabilig of trade data has been discussed in a variety of publications (see for
example Rozanski and Yeats 1994, and von Kirchbach 1992). Although trade data has its
well-known short-comings, the quality of trade data compares very favourably with that of
FDI data. lt is certainly not the limiting factor in any analysis drawing on both trade and
FDI data.
The reasons for the weakness of FDI data are partly related to the fact that these data
tend to come from a variety of different sources. Methodological differences concern in
particular the treatment of re-invested earnings.
The balance of payments is the most important source for FDI data, and international
guidefines have been agreed upon in the fifth edition of the IMF Balance of Payments
Manual. The strength of these data concerns actual flows. The coverage of re-invested
earnings, however, is obviously much weaker. Company surveys are a second major
source of FDI data. They provide operational data on foreign-affiliated firms and are
particularly useful for shedding light on the link between FDI flows and operational
variables such as sales, exports, imports, employment, assets, etc. Such surveys are
carried out regularly in the United States by the Department of Commerce, in Japan by the
Export-lmport Bank of Japan and very few other countries. Data from these few countries
are invariably used for studies addressing operational aspects of foreign-affiliated firms.
The third major source are data collected by investment monitoring or promotion offices
with the mandate of licensing FDl. Frequently, data from these sources do not include re-
invested earnings and loans, and in many cases, they record authorised rather than
realised investment.
The discrepancies between the different sources of FDI can be staggering. In the present
study, for instance, a first version of chapters ll and lll was based on OECD data. In spite
of the various efforts to harmonise OECD and EUROSTAT data, the differences were so
important hat the chapters had to be entirely rewritten and the hope of being able to
combine EUROSTAT and OECD data had to be given up. To illustrate these
discrepancies, the OECD data was prepared in a similar format and is shown in Appendix
2 with the objective of providing a possibility to cross-check orders of magnitude and
trends. A comparison of Appendices 1 and 2 yields the following major discrepancies:
B.
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FDI outflows:
o Japanese FDI outflows are significantly
OECD series. In the early 1990s, the gap
per annum.
o The gap between the FDI outflow data for the United States from EUROSTAT data and
from OECD is even larger, with OECD figures ranging some US 15 billion above
EUROSTAT data.
. For the EU, the discrepancies are markedly smaller and - with the exception of a few
years in second half of the 1980s - quite acceptable.
FDI inflows:
o The gap between FDI inflows into the EU according to EUROSTAT and OECD is very
large. EUROSTAT data indicates higher values than OECD data.
o The time series of EUROSTAT and OECD for Japan bear very little in common.
o EUROSTAT data record significantly higher inflows for the United States than the
OECD
The discrepancies between the OECD data and the EUROSTAT data influence the
findings at all levels. As a test, Chart 4 above on FD!-to-trade ratios among Triad
members which is based on EUROSTAT data, has been recalculated with OECD data in
Chart 12 below. The differences are striking: although the order of importance between
the 12 arrows remains more or less valid from an ordinal point of view, the FD|-to-trade
ratios according to the two different sources vary in eight of the twelve cases by a factor of
two or more.
The discrepancies with data from UNCTAD, the IMF and national sources aq equally
disturbing.
Apart from the discrepancies between different sources, the internal consistency of FDI
and trade data from the same source is not always guaranteed.
As far as the trade data by NACE sector in this study were concerned, two problems
emerged. First, trade of the Triad under NACE division 99, i.e. extra-territorial
organisations and bodies, was surprisingly high, namely ECU 35 billion of average exports
and ECU 40 billion of average imports over the three years 1992 to 1994. Second, some
exports in the tertiary sector were negative.
lower in EUROSTAT statistics than in the
is of an order of magnitude of US$ 10 bil l ion
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Ghart 9 FDI-to-trade ratios among Triad members according to OECD data,
1991-93
Outward FDI to export ratios among triad members, 1991-93
EU 12
-0.1 3o/o '
USA
15.78o/o
rr
Japan
2.91o/o
lnward FDI to import ratios among triad members, 1991-93
EU 12
2.5% 3.08%
2.22%
USA Japan
5.13o/o
Source: International direct investment statistics yearbook, OECD 1995
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vn. Gonclusions
Much insight into globalisation patterns stands to be gained from linking the analysis of
international trade and FDl. This comes out clearly from the present study which combines
trade and FDI data from EUROSTAT to analyse globalisation patterns in the EU, Japan
and the United States. lt holds true irrespective of the limited coverage and reliability of
availabb FDI data.
The analysis of trade and FDI data points to a number of striking similarities and
fundamental differences among the members of the Triad in terms of their globalisation
strategies:
o During the first half of the 1990s, there is a far-reaching convergence among the EU,
Japan and the United States with respect to their outward orientation in terms of trade
and FDl. Export-to-GDP ratios converged at about 10 per cent and outward-FDlto-
GDP ratios at about 0.4 per cent.
o The sectoral breakdown of FDI outflows is more similar among Triad members than the
sectoral composition of trade.
o Globalisation strategies differ fundamentally between sectors within the same country.
While the industrial sector of Japan holds a clear leadership osition in terms of a large
twin surplus in trade and FDl, its services sector had characteristics which tend to be
typical for hollowing out significant FDI outflows and a large trade deficit (see charts 7
and 8 on pages 35 and 36).
. For the United States, the situation was the reverse: the United States services sector
has attracted significant inflows of FDI and realised large and growing trade surpluses.
Its services sector has been an export platform, quite in contrast to its manufacturing
sector, which has been a net importer of goods and FDl.
o The comparison of intra and extra EU trade and FDI points to substantial differences in
their structures. In contrast o third-country relations, EU companies have relied on FDI
rather than direct exports in the internationalisation f services within the Gommunity.
o \Mile Japan's trade surplus has been highly publicised, its FDI surplus is even more
pronounced. Investing in Japan appears to be even more difficult than exporting to
Japan.
Europe's leading industries in terms of trade- and FD|-driven globalisation were the metal
and mechanical industry and the chemical industry. On both the high- and the low-
technology ends of the industrial spectrum, however, the EU appears to have lost
industrial eadership, as it has become a net importer of goods and investment in
information technology and machinery, on the one hand, as well as in textiles and wood,
on the other. Surprisingly, EU producers of automobiles and transport equipment made
little use of outward FDl. They registered the lowest outward-FDl-to-export ratio of all
industrial sub-sectors. Both the US and Japan had a significantly higher revealed
comparative advantage in outward FDI and in trade.
For all EU member countries - with the only exception of Denmark - relations with other
EU countries were more FDI intensive than those with third countries. In this respect, there
was a certain similarity between intra-EU and transatlantlc relations.
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Over the three years 1992 to 1994, French relations with Germany, the Netherlands and
the USA were characterised by an element of hollowing-out in the sense that France was
a major, net investor in these three countries but ran a balance-of-trade deficit with them.
Germany became one of the world's leading home countries of industrial FDI in the early
1990s. The data available suggests that German outward FDI in manufacturing was
higher than those of Japan and exceeded two thirds of those of the US. German firms
relied to a particularly high degree on FDI in developing their economic relations with
Central and Eastern Europe.
As is well-known, EU firms have used lreland as an export base. More surprising is the
fact, that lreland invested twice as much in non-European countries as it received in terms
of inflows from these countries.
Italy ranged with an outward-FDl-to-export-ratio in the industrial sector of 0.85 per cent
lower than any other of the 12 EU countries with the exception of Greece, Portugal and
Spain. lt is in these latter three countries, that ltalian firms took a special interest for their
outward investment.
The Netherlands held an industrial leadership osition in chemical and petroleum products
and manufacturing, in general, in terms of being a net exporter of both goods and FDl. In
fact, the Netherlands had become one of the world's most important suppliers of FDl.
Over the three years under review, Spain was the EU's most successful country in
attracting FDl. Inflows represented 6 per cent of imports, thrice the level of Denmark and
the UK, i.e. the next two most successful countries.
Although the UK has been one of the world's leading home countries of FDl, the data
available for the early 1990s puts the UK's manufacturing sector into the third quadrant of
the globalisation chart with the combination of significant net FDI inflows and trade
deficits. FDI inflows came not only from other OECD countries. Combined inflows from the
Near and Middle East, other Asian countries (excluding Japan) and Central America were
35 per cent higher than inflows from other EU members.
The empirical analysis raises a number of issues which are not clear and merit further
analysis:
o ls the sectoral structure of FDI more closely related than that of trade to the sectoral
composition of GDP?
o Why are trends in trade and FDI frequently anti-cyclical, i.e. growing trade deficits
coincide with growing net FDI outflows and vice versa?
o ls the convergence of trade and FDI ratios in the early 1990s a simple crossing of
trends, or does it reflect a more fundamental convergence?
. Why is the importance of incoming FDI in relation to imports so marginal in Germany
and Japan, two of the world's leading suppliers of FDI?
Furthermore, the trade and FDI profiles in chapter lV raise a number of country-specific
issues which require further clarification.
Methodologically, the study is based on a number of simple indicators which combine
trade and FDI data. FD|-to-trade ratios are found to be useful for comparative purposes
mm
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among industries and countries, although their absolute values are difficult o interpret.
The concept of revealed comparative advantages can be easily transferred to sectoral
analysis of FDI outflows and inflows. Also for an examination of the direction of FDI flows,
the approach underlying the revealed comparative advantage generates useful results.
The comparison of intra-industry and intra-regional trade and FDI is more limited in its
applications, but not without interest.
As far as the availability and quality of FDI data are concerned, the study leads to the
following suggestions:
o Notwithstanding all the headway that has been made in recent years in the area of FDI
data, a lot of additional effort is required at the national, pluri- and multilateral levels to
increase the internal consistency of FDI data and to make data from different sources
more compatible. In view of the limited resources available, this also calls for further
efforts to ensure an optimum division of labour among the various institutions
concerned with FDI data.
o FDI data broken down by sectors and countries is available only for a very limited
number of countries. Major efforts should be undertaken to generate such data for a
larger number of countries and to make this data easily accessible.
. The understanding of trade- and FDI-led globalisation strategies would greatly benefit
from better operational data on foreign-affiliated firms. Put differently, the availability of
information on sales, exports and imports, employment, investment, etc. of foreign-
affiliated firms would significantly enhance the analysis on the nexus between trade and
FDI.
o FDI data is not yet sufficiently robust to allow researchers to be as oblivious of the
quality of the data as one can frequently observe and as it would be desirable. A
considerable part of research on FDI needs to be devoted to cross-checking primary
data. Analysis should be conducted in parallel with different sets of data to make sure
that results hold across different sources of data. Researchers need to approach FDI
data with a considerable portion of scepticism and pragmatism to make sure that they
do not stretch findings beyond the cohesiveness of the primary data.
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Basic statistics on trade and FDI of Triad - EUROSTAT data
(all values rn US$ million)
data 1 1 984984 1 1 985985 1 1 986986 1 987 1988 1 989 1990 1991 1992 1 1 993993
EU 12 (extra-regional)
GDP EU12
ExporF goods & services
lmporb goods & services
Inward FDI fl EU12
Outward FDI fl EU12
lnward FDI stocks EU12 (2)
Outw. FDI stocfs EU12(2)
Gross dom.capital form.
}I/GDP EU12
[//GDP EU12
lnw. FDI/GDP EU12
Outw. FDI/GDP EU12
Inw. FDI/M EU12
Outw. FDlr( EU12
Inw. FDI/GDI EU12
Out FDI /GDl EUl2
Net trade EU12
Net FDI EU12
GDP Jap
Exporb goods & seruices
lmporb goods & services
Inward FDI fl Jap
Outward FDI fl Jap
Inw. FDI stocks Japan (2)
Outw. FDI stocks Japan (2)
Gross dom.capital form.
)UGDP Japan
[4/GDP Japan
Inw. FDI/GDP Japan
Outw. FDI/GDP Japan
Inw. FDI/M Japan
Outw. FDI/X Japan
Inw. FDI/GDI Japan
Out FDI /GDl Japan
Net trade Japan
Net FDI Japan
GDP USA
Exporb goods & services
lmporb goods & services
Inward FDI fl USA
Outward FDI fl USA
Inward FDI stock USA (2)
Outw. FDI stocks USA (2)
Gross dom.capital form.
}UGDP USA
I'/GDP USA
Inw. FDI/GDP USA
Outw. FDI/GDP USA
Inw. FDI/M USA
Outw. FDIIK USA
Inw. FDI/GDI USA
Out FDI /GDl USA
Net trade USA
Net FDI USA
2,758,613 2,540,175
407,329 379,790
401,023 360,420
5,477 4,358
15,496 11 ,932
n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a.
349,989 363,562
14.77Yo 14.91To
14.54o/o 14,19Yo
0,20o/o 0.17o/o
0.56% 0.470/o
1.37o/o 1.21o/o
3.80% 3.12o/o
1.56% 1.200/,
4.43o/o 3.25Yo
6,306 19,370
10,019 7,474
1,265,338 1,U3,25'l
196,000 194,000
155,000 149,000
-12 -12 642642
6,729 6,452
5,465 6,395
80,31  92,526
371 ,552 369,079
15.49o/o 14,44o/o
12.25o/o 11.09%
0.00% 0.0s%
0.53% 0,49o/o
4.017o 0.43o/o
3.43Yo 3.33olo
0.00% 0,170/o
1.81o/o 1,75o/o
41,000 45,000
6,740 5,910
3,777,200 4,039,700
312,766 276,299
434,490 399,263
25,336 20,400
6,346 -940
164,583 194,416
211,522 237 ,097
647,900 690,000
8.28o/o 6.84%
11.50o/o 9.86%
0.67To 0.51olo
4.17o/o 4.02Yo
5.83% 5.120/0
-2.03o/o 4.34Yo
3.91% 2.960/o
{.98% 4.14Yo
-121,723 -121,965
-31,682 -21,340
3,467,732 4,313,91 1 4,794,721
441,927 511,872 555,643
392,719 476,966 539,800
7,003 14,997 21,451
21,574 35,407 37 ,461
n.a. n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. n.a.
491,285 604,716 682,422
12.74o/o 11.87o/o 11.59To
11 .32Yo 11.060/o 11.26Yo
0.20o/o 0.35% 0.50%
0,62Yo 032Yo 0.87o/o
1.78o/o 3.14o/o 3.97o/o
4.88o/o 6.92Yo 6.740/0
1.43o/o 2.48o/o 3.14o/o
4.39% 5.86% 5.497o
49,207 34,906 15,843
14,571 20,409 1 6,01 0
4,979,438 6,069,802
587,024 704,335
587,887 713,624
30,786 41,709
35,567 26,140
n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a.
723,308 905,370
12.A3To 11.60Yo
12,05Yo 11.760/0
0.63% 0.69%
0.73Yo 0.43Yo
5.24o/o 5.84o/o
6.06% 3]10/o
4.26Yo 4,610/o
4.92Yo 2.89Yo
€63 -9,288
4,780 -15,569
6,413,084 7,036,902 6,444,000
682,493 746,965 734,951
728,148 789,737 727,342
25,936 29,271 24,625
33,121 23,058 25,591
n.a. n.a. n.a.
n.a.
929,084
10.64Yo
11.350/o
0.40o/o
0.520/o
3.56%
4.85o/o
2.79Yo
3.56%
45,655
7,195
3,351,622
352,209352,209
295,121
1,369
30,722
22,770
352,391
1,064,724
10.51o/o
8.81o/o
0.04Yo
0S2Yo
0.460/o
8.72%
0.13To
2.89Yo
57,088
29,354
n.a. n.a.
993,883 894,692
10.61% 11 .410/o
11.22o/o 11.29o/o
0.42o/o 0.38%
0.33% 0.400/o
3.71o/o 3.39%
3.09% 3.48Yo
2.95o/o 2.75o/o
2.32o/o 2.86Yo
42,772 7,609
s,214 966
3,656,889 4,190,396
380,235 407,388
295,936 311,232
2,728 85
17,221 13,714
26,854 29,933
386,530 422,555
1,122,835 1,248,336
10,40Yo 9.72Yo
8.097o 7,43o/o
0.07o/o 0.007o
4.47o/o 0.33%
0.92o/o 0.03%
4.53o/o 3.37o/o
0.24o/o 0.01%
1.53o/o 1.10Yo
84,299 96,156
14,492 13,629
6,020,200 6,343,300
600,610 624,208
639,927 701,573
21,535 30,761
26,526 28,305
425,636 445,269
498,991 548,644
788,300 882,000
9.98% 9.840/o
10.63% 11.06Yo
0.367o 0.48Yo
0.44Yo 0.45Yo
3.374/o 4.38Yo
4.42o/o 4,53Yo
2.73o/o 3.499/o
3.36% 3,210/o
-39,317 -77,365
4,991 -2,456
1,985,574 2,408,912 2,898,393
227,085 252,397 293,910
151,253 190,634 233,442
226 1,166 485
14,473 19,528 34,210
7,336 9,548 12,792
117,406 153,487 205,050
541,835 695,564 866,750
11 .44o/o 10.48o/o 12.20Yo
7.62% 7.50o/o 9.69%
0.01% 0.05o/o 4.02Yo
0.73o/o 0.81% 1.42Yo
0.15o/o 0.650/o 4.21o/o
6.37Yo 7 .74Yo 11.640/o
0.04o/o 0.17o/o {.067o
2.670/o 2.85Yo 3.95%
75,832 71,763 60,468
14,246 19,363 34,695
United
4,268,600 4,539,900 4,900,400
287,148 395,520 485,408
431,795 482,511 526,555
36,365 45,435 56,608
8,653 11,337 4,553
220,415 263,394 314,754
259,834 314,336 335,915
709,000 723,000 777,400
6.73Yo 8.71Yo 10.69%
10.12Yo 10.63% 11 ,60Yo
0.85% 1.00o/o 1.160/o
0.20o/o 0.25o/o 0.09%
8.42Yo 9.42Yo 10.75o/o
3.01o/o 2.87o/o 0,94o/o
5.13% 6.28Yo 7.28o/o
1.22Yo 1.57o/o 0.597o
-144,647 {6,991 41,147
-27,712 -34,099 -52,055
Japan
it  States
2,871,825 2,932,088
308,980 321,861
273,152 305,442
-1 
,054 1,754
44,132 48,031
15,652 18,431
262,771 310,808
889,867 944,354
10J60/o 10.98%
9.51% 10.420/o
4.04% 0.06%
1.54Y, 1.640/o
{.39% 0.57Yo
'14.28o/o 14.92o/o
4.12o/o 0,19o/o
4.96% s.09%
35,828 16,418
45,186 46,278
5,250,800 5,522,200 5,722,900
476,023 521,783 564,024
561,112 594,863 588,843
76,403 62,588 43,890
24,908 8,752 15,922
369,924 394,911 418,780
381,781 430,521 467 ,844
799,900 793,200 736,900
9.07o/o 9.45Yo 9.86%
10.69% 10.77To 10.29To
1.460/0 1.13o/o 0.77o/o
0.47o/o 0,16To 0,28o/o
13,62Yo 10.52Y, 7.45o/o
5.23Yo 1.68% 2,82Yo
9.67Yo 7.89o/o 5.96%
3.15o/o 1.10Yo 2,160/0
{5,089 -73,081 -24,818
-51,495 -53,836 -27 
,968
aa
bb
cc
dd
ee
EUROSTAT, Statistiques de base de la Communaut|,24.,25. 31 6dition
EUROSTAT, International trade in services, EU12, 1984-1993 (exports and imports of goods and services)
EUROSTAT, FDI data
lMF, International Financial Statistics, 1994-1995 (GDP, Gross domestic capital formation, exchange rates)
OCDE.1995a
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APPENDIX 2
Globalization through Trade and FDI mm
Basic statistics on trade and FDI of Triad - OECD data
(al l  values in US$ mil l ion)
1 1 984984 1 1 985985 1986 1 987 1 988 1989 1990 1 1 991991 1992 1 1 993993
GDP EU12
Exporb goods & services
lmporF goods & services
f nward FDI fl EU12 (2)
Outward FDI fl EU12 (21
lnward lnward FDI FDIstoc-fs stoc-fs EU12 EU12 (2)(2)
Outw. FDf stocks EU12(2)
Gross dom.capital form.
}I/GDP EU12
[#GDP EU12
lnw. FDI/GDP EU12
Outw. FDI/GDP EU12
Inw. FDI/M EUl2
Outw. FDI/IX EV12
Inw. FDI/GDI EU12
Out FDI /GDl EU12
Net tade EU12
Net FDI EU12
GDP Jap
Exporb goods & services
lmporb goods & services
Inward FDI fl Jap (2)
Outward FDI fl Jap (2)
Inw. FDI stocks Japan (2)
Outw. FDI stocks Japan (2)
Gross dom.capital form.
)UGDP Japan
[4/GDP Japan
Inw. FDI/GDP Japan
Outw. FDI/GDP Japan
Inw. FDI/M Japan
Outw. FDlr( Japan
Inw. FDI/GDI Japan
Out FDI /GDl Japan
Net bade Japan
Net FDI Japan
GDP USA
Exporb goods & services
lmporF goods & services
Inward FDI fl USA (2)
Outward FDI fl USA (2)
Inward FDI stock USA (2)
Outw. FDI stocks USA (2)
Gross dom.capital form.
X/GDP USA
i,l/GDP USA
lnw. FDI/GDP USA
Outw. FDI/GDP USA
Inw. FDI/M USA
Outw. FDIfl( USA
Inw. FDI/GDI USA
Out FDI /GDl USA
Net trade USA
Net FDI USA
1,265,338 1,U3,251
196,000 194,000
155,000 149,000
492 931
10,158 12,217
5,465 6,395
80,311 92,526
371,552 369,079
15.49% 14.Mo/o
12.25o/o 11.09%
0.04Yo 0.07o/o
0.80% 0.91%
0.32o/o 0.620/o
5.18o/o 6.30%
0.13o/o 0.25o/o
213Yo 3.31Yo
41,000 45,000
9,666 1 1,296
3,777,200 4,039,700
312,766 276,299
434,490 399,263
25,567 20,490
11,653 12,720
181,593 194,416
211,522 237 ,097
647,900 690,000
8.28o/o 6.Uo/o
11.50o/o 9.86%
0.68% 0.5170
0.31o/o 0.31o/o
5.8870 5.14Yo
3.73o/o 4.60%
3.95o/o 2.97Yo
1.80% 1.84o/o
-121 
,723 -121 ,965
-13,914 -7,770
1,985,574 2,408,912
227,085 252,397
151 ,253 180,634
941 2,215
22,320 33,364
7,336 9,549
'a17,406 153,497
541,835 685,564
11.Mo/o 10.48%
7.620/0 7.50o/o
0.057o 0.09%
1.12o/o 1.39o/o
0.620/o 1.23o/o
9.83% ',13.220/o
0.17o/o 0.32o/o
4.12olo 4.87o/o
75,832 71,763
21,379 31,149
4,268,600 4,539,900
287,148 395,520
431,795 492,511
36,145 59,591
17,701 29,977
220,415 263,394
259,834 314,336
709,000 723,000
6.73Yo 8,71o/o
10j2Yo 10.637o
0.85% 1,310/o
0.41Yo 0.64To
8,37% 12,35Yo
6.16% 7.33o/o
s.10% 8.24Yo
2.50o/o 4.01o/o
-144,647 {6,991
-18,444 -30,604
Japan
,898,393 2,87'.|,825 2,932,088
293,910 308,980 321 ,861
233,M2 273,152 305,442
3,242 2,860 2,777
47,020 67,542 56,915
12,792 15,652 18,431
205,050 262,771 310,808
866,750 889,867 944,354
12,20o/o 10J60/0 10.98o/o
9.69% 9.51% 10.420/o
0.13o/o 0.10o/o 0.097o
1.95% 2.35o/o 1.94o/o
I .39Yo 1 .057o 0.917o
16.00% 21.86To 17 .68Yo
0.37Yo 0.32o/o 0.29Yo
5.42o/o 7.59o/o 6.037o
60,468 35,828 16,418
43,778 64,692 54,138
United States
4,900,400 5,250,800
485,408 476,023
526,555 561,112
58,571 69,010
17,865 37,604
314,754 368,924
335,915 381,781
777,400 789,900
10.69% 9.07o/o
11.60Yo 10.69%
1.200io 1.31o/o
0.36% 0.720/o
11.12Yo 12.30Yo
3.68% 7.90o/o
7,53Yo 8.74o/o
2.30o/o 4]60/o
41,147 {5,089
40,706 -31,406
3,351 ,622 3,656,889 4,190,396
352,209 380,235 407,388
295,121 295,936 311,232
4,339 4,083 3,078
41 ,586 34,138 36,025
22,770 26,854 29,933
352,391 386,530 422,555
1,064,724 1,122,835 1,248,336
10.517o 10.40o/o 9.72o/o
8,81o/o 8.09% 7.43o/o
0.13o/o 0.11o/o A.07o/o
1,24o/o 0.93% 0.86%
1.47o/o 1.38o/o 0.99%
11,81o/o 8.98% 8.84o/o
0.41o/o 0.367o 0,25o/o
3,91o/o 3.04o/o 2.89o/a
57,088 84,299 96,156
37,247 30,055 32,947
EU l2 (extra-regional)
2,758,6'13 2,540,175 3,467,732 4,313,911 4,794,721 4,878,438 6,069,802 6,413,084 7,036,902 6,444,000
407,329 378,790 M1,927 511,872 555,643 587,024 704,335 682,493 746,965 734,951
401,023 360,420 392,719 476,966 539,800 587,887 713,624 728,148 789,737 727,U2
5,269 6,263 6,517 13,511 14,018 22,737 24,690 24,2w 21,130 18,252
11,622 13,454 19,917 27,945 30,895 31,506 29,123 32,456 24,278 27,189
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
349,989 363,562 491,285 604,716 ffi2,422 723,308 905,370 929,084 993,883 894,692
14.77% 14.910/0 't2.740t0 11.870/o 11.59% 12.03% 11.60% 10.64% 10.61% 11.41%
14.54o/o 14.'1906 11.32o/o 11.06% 11.26% 12.05% 1'1.76% 11.35% 11.22% 11.29%
0.19% 0.25% 0.19% 0.31% 0.32% 0.47% 0.41% 0.38% 0.30% 0.28%
0.42% 0.53% 0.57% 0.65% 0.720h 0.65% 0.48% 0.51% 0.35% 0.42%
1.31% 1.74% 1.66% 2.83% 2.60% 3.87% 3.46% 3.34% 2.68% 2.51%
2.85% 3.s5% 4.510/0 s.46% 5.56% 5.37% 4.13% 4.76% 3.25% 3.70%
1.51% 1.72% 1.33% 2.23% 2.0s% 3.14% 2.73% 2.61% 2.13% 2.04%
3.32% 3.70% 4.05% 4.62% 4.53% 4.36% 3.22% 3.49% 2.44% 3.04%
6,306 18,370 49,207 34,906 15,843 {63 -9,288 45,6s5 42,772 7,609
6,352 7,191 13,399 14,41t 16,8n 8,769 4,433 8,169 3,148 8,937
5,522,200 5,722,900
521,783 564,024
594,863 588,843
48,422 27,246
30,982 32,696
394,911 418,780
430,521 467,U4
793,200 736,900
9,45o/o 9.86%
10.77To 10.29Yo
0.88% 0.48o/o
0.56% 0.570/o
8.14o/o 4.63Yo
5.94o/o 5.80%
6.107o 3]0o/o
3.91o/o 4.44To
-73,081 -24,818
-17,440 5,450
6,020,200 6,343,300
600,610 624,208
639,927 701,573
11,452 22,630
41,587 59,094
425,636 445,268
498,991 549,644
788,300 992,000
9.98% 9,840/o
10.63% 11.06Yo
0.19% 0.36%
0.69% 0.924/o
1,79o/o 3.23o/o
6.920/o 9.31o/o
1.45o/o 2.57o/o
5.28o/o 6.59%
-39,317 -77,365
30,135 35,464
Sources: same as Appendix 1 except for FDI flows derived from OECD, Intemational Direct Investment Statistics
Yearbook, 1995, 1996.
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Exchange rate ECU to US dollars
1 984 1 985 { 986 1987 1 988 1 989 1 990 1991 1992 I 993
0.89022 0.76309 0.98367 1.1il44 1.18248 1.',t0175 1.27343 1.239004 1.29801 1.171001
Source: Eurostat
156
Clasiflcaci6n
de las publicaciones
de Eurostat
TEMA
E Dirersos (rosa)
E e.t"Olsticas generales (azul oscuro)
E economny finanzas (violeta)
E poOtaci6n y condiciones sociales(amarillo)
@ en"tgia e industria (azulclaro)
@ Rgricultura, silvicultura y pesca (verde)
E Cor"rdo exterior (rojo)
E Cor"rcio, servicios y transportes(naranja)
E U"Oio ambiente (turquesa)
E Inr"stigaci6n y desarrollo (marr6n)
SERIE
@ Rnrarios y estadisticas anuales
E estaOisticas coyunturales
E Cr"ntas y encuestias
E estroios e inveitigaci6n
E uotooot
E estaoisticas breves
To{ru6pnon
rorv 64poon0oecov
rnq Eurostat
OEMA
E a.o.popo (poo
tr Fevx6g oronmrr6q (poe0 gnAe)
E O,*ouopio ror 6qgooovoprxd (pro)\eri)
E flAr10uo1r6g Kcu xorvovrxdq ouvgqxeq(xirprvo)
E Evdpyen xor proprllovio (pd\e)
E Feopyio, 6don xor ol€(q (npdorvo)
E E(corepm6 epnopro (x6xxrvo)
E Epn6pto, urqpeoiec Kfl Ueroeop6q(noproxotri)
E flepgdtr)rov (roupxoudo
E 
'epeuvo Kor ovdnru[4 (xqed)
EEIPA
E Enerrlpi6eq Kor en'1oeg
oronmm6q
tr luyruptordq mononxeg
E novoproopoi xor Epeuveg
tr MeAdreq xot epeuvo
tr M6oo6or
E lrqrrmxdg ev ouvroplo
Classificazlone
delle pubblicazlonl
dell'Eurostat
TElIIA
E oiu"rse (rosa)
E Statistiche generali (blu)
El Economia e linanze(viola)
E popolazione e condizioni sociali (giallo)
E gn"rgia e industria (azzuno)
@ ngricoltura, foreste e pesca (verde)
E Comerdo estero (rosso)
E Cottercio, servizi e trasporti(arancione)
E nrOiente (turchese)
E RC"ro e sviluppo (marrone)
SERIE
E Rnnrarie statistiche annuati
E Statistiche sulla congiuntura
E Contie indagini
E stroie ricerche
E u"tooi
E statlstiche in breve
Eurostatlnjulkaisuluokltus
AIHE
E S"r"taista (vaaleanpunainen)
I Vniset ihstot (ydnsininen)
E tabrs ja rahoii.rs (violetti)
@ Vaest6- ja sosiaalitilastot (keltainen)
E en"rgia ja teollisuus (sininen)
@ Uaa- ja metsitalous, kalastus (vihret)
E Unoraankauppa (punainen)
EJ Xarppa, palvelut ja liikenne (oranssi)
E Ymparist6 (turkoosi)
E frU.irus ja kehitys (ruskea)
SARJA
E Vuosikiriat ja vuositilastot
E SrnOannetilastot
E lasfennat ja kyselytutkimukset
E rrtrirukset
p Uenetelmit
fl rinstokabaukset
Klassifikation
af Eurostats
publikationer
EMNE
E oiuerse (rosa)
E Rtr"ne statistikker (morkeblA)
E gXonomi og finanser (violet)
E A"totfning og sociale forhold (gut)
E en"rgi og industri (blA)
E UnOOrug, skovbrug og fiskeri (gran)
E UO"nrigshandel (rod)
E HanOel, tjenesteydelser og
transport (orange)
E uirjs (turkis)
E forstning og udvikling (brun)
SERIE
E nbrger og Arlige statistikker
E Xonlunkturstatistikker
E rattinger og rundsporger
E UnO"rsogelser og forskning
EJ u"tod"t
E statistikoversigter
Classiflcation
of Eurostat
publications
THEME
@ Uiscellaneous (pink)
E Ceneral statistics (midnight blue)
@ Economy and finance (violet)
@ eoputation and socialconditions(yellow)
@ en"rgy and industry (blue)
E Rgriculture, forestry and fisheries(green)
E Ert"rnaltrade (red)
E OistriOutive trades, services and
transport (orange)
E Environment (turquoise)
@ nesearch and development (brown)
SERIES
I VearOooks and yearly statistics
E Snort-term statistics
E Rccornts and surveys
E stroi"s and research
H uetnoos
E statistics in focus
Classlficatle
van de publicatles
van Eurostat
ONDERWERP
@ oiu"rse (roze)
fl n$erene statistiek (donkerblauw)
E e*nomie en financidn (paars)
E gevotking en sociale voorwaarden(geel)
E en"rgie en industrie (blauw)
@ lanOOouw, bosbouw en visserij (groen)
E grn"nlandse handel (rood)
E HanOel, diensten en vervoer (oranje)
@ uitieu (turkoois)
E OnOerzoek en ontwikkeling (bruin)
SERIE
E ..laarOoeken en jaarstatistieken
E Coniunctuurstatistieken
E nereningen en enqu6tes
E stuoies en ondezoeken
@ u"ttloden
E Statistieken in het kort
Klassiflkatlon
av Eurostats
publikationer
Alrne
@ oiuerse (rosa)
[J rutman statistik (m6rkblA)
E etonomioch finans (lila)
E e"totkning och sociala f6rhAllanden(gul)
E en"rgi och industri (bH)
E UorOOruk, s ogsbruk och fiske (grdn)
E Utrir"shandel (rdd)
E HanOel, tiAnster och transport (orange)
E rtliriti (rurkos)
E Porsfning och utveckting (brun)
SERIE
E Arsm"fer och Arlig statistik
E Xonjunkturstatistik
E n"Oog6relser och enkiter
El Uno"rs6kningar och forskning
E uetooer
E Satistikdversikter
Gliederuno der
Verdffentlichungen
von Eurostat
THEMENKREIS
@ Verschiedenes (rosa)
E nlb"reine Statistik(dunkelblau)
E Wirtr"haft und Finanzen (violett)
E g"*tilkerung und soziale Bedingungen(selb)
E en"rgie und Industrie (blau)
E UnO- und Forstwirtschaft, Fischerei(grtin)
E ArO"nhandel (rot)
E HanOel, Dienstleistungen und Verkehr(orange)
E ur*elt (turkis)
@ forschung und Entwicklung (braun)
REIHE
E lanrOricher und jdhrliche Statistiken
E Xonjunkturstatistiken
E font"n und Erhebungen
E StrOi"n und Forschungsergebnisse
@ u"tnooen
E statistik kuzgefaBt
Classlficatlon
des publications
d'Eurostat
THEME
@ oirers (rose)
E Statistiques g6n6rales (bleu nuit)
E E*nomie et finances (violet)
E population et conditions sociales
fiaune)
@ En"rgie et industrie (bleu)
p ngriculture, sylviculture etpeche (vert)
E Correrce ext6rieur ( ouge)
E Correrce, services et transports(orange)
@ Environnement (turquoise)
E Recnerche etd6veloppement (brun)
SER|E
ffi Annraires et statistiques annuelles
E Statistiques conjoncturelles
E Corptes et enquOtes
E Etro"s et recherche
p uet ooes
E statistiques en bref
Classifica96o
das publlcag6es
do Eurostat
TEMA
E oversos (rosa)
E estatisticas gerais (azul-escuro)
E E"onomia e finangas (violeta)
@ eopulagio e condig6es sociais(amarelo)
E energia e ind0stria (azul)
@ Rgricultura, silvicultura e pesca (verde)
E Comgrcio extemo (vermelho)
E Comercio, servigos e transportes(laranja)
@ nmOiente (turquesa)
p tnvestigagio e desenvolvimento(castanho)
S€HE
@ Anuarios e estatfstlcas anuais
E estatisticas conjunturais
E Cont"s e inqu6ritos
E estroos e invest(7ag6o
H uotooot
E estatisticas breves
European Commission
Globalisation through trade and foreign direct investment
Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European Communities
1998 - 156 pp. -  21 x 29.7 cm
Theme 6: External trade (red)
Series D: Studies and research
tsBN 92-828-2966-9
Price (excluding VAT) in Luxembourg: ECU 29,50
